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For God, who commanded the Light to ſhine out of 
Darkneſs, hath ſhined in our Hearts, to give the Light 
the Knowledge of the Glory of God, in the Face of 
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and certain concluſions of reaſon ; becauſe t! 
would be to deſtroy the uſe of the only faculiy, 
which either the evidence or the nature of ſuc! 


grace maintained, 
propoſitions laid down / 
Which I am expected to accede with» 
if I hear any more ; won 
It ſeems but reaſonable therefore that 
I ſhould begin my Reply with ſhewing the - 
reader how far I do, or do not, acc 
pro 


n 
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« Prop. I, That a really divine revelation. 
can teach no doctrine which contradifts the clear 


revelation muſt, if at all, be examined, and 
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we Foncluſions of reaſon, ” 
revelation from God; but then it ſhould be 
Allowed likewiſe that it is poſſible for God 
to reveal ſuch truths or doctrines which 
1 are ſuperior to reaſon. 
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*Iti is certain that Gas is the fountain aft by 
905 and that he cannot poſſibly be the au- 


thor of confuſion; and it is alſo as certain 


that reaſon in a creature, even ſupply the 
creature to be innocent, is not a 


ich to meaſure the infinite Jehovah. 
Whatever * contraditts the clear and certain 


we renounce all reaſon, and make our- 


| ſelves the meaſure of Deity. But if any 


doarine be revealed conyeſſedly above reaſon, 
then reaſon cannot attempt to prove ſuch 
doctrine to be contradictory without being 
inconſiſtent with itſelf. No propoſition can 
be proved by itſelf; there muſt be a ſecond. 


term, or idea, produced that is adequate to 
the buſineſs; or the ſuppoſed concluſion muſt - 


be fallacious. Let the following inſtances be 
duly conſidered. When revelation aſſerts 
the unity of God, reaſon approves the pro- 
poſition, and can ſhew the impoſſibility of a 


plurality of Gods; becauſe there can be but 


one neceſſary, infinite nature or efſence— 
Here reaſon has a medium 


£ oy 


J allow cannot be a 


If this be not grant- 


which to try the merits of the queſtion, ſes 
ing nothing is equal to God but bimſelf- 


"CRF - . 


by which to argue without danger of erring: 
and the inference may be drawn with infalli- 


ble ſafety. But revelation teaches moreover 
that this infinite nature compriſes the per- 


| ſons of the Father, the Son, and the Ho 


Spirit. Nor can reaſon confute this 
trine. i) becauſe it has no adeq 


uate rule by 


wat 


2) becauſe the terms are not confounded, 
The Father is not the Son, nor the Holy | 
Spirit. Nor are they ſaid to be three and 


one in the ſame ſenſe. To diſbelieve a pro- 


poſition is one thing, to diſprove it is ano- 
ther. Again, I obſe erve from revelation, that 
the union of the divine and human natures 


conſtitute the perſon of our glorious M edia- 


tor. Nor can reaſon prove it to be contra- 


diftory,—1) becauſe the natures, though u- 


nited, are not confounded—2) becauſe there 
is no rule by which to ſhew its abſurdity. 
It is not contradifory to the divine perfeRti- 
ons, it cannot be ſhewn to be impoſſible to 
the divine will; and therefore to. right rea- 


ſon it cannot be abſurd. I could enlarge: 


but let this ſuffice. I am ſuch a cordial. 


friend to reaſon, that if theſe doQrines can 
be proved to be 5 to its © clear 


B 2 and 


of a revelation from God, and in forming 
A * 


words, by what is confeſſedly obſcure, and may 


13 
and certain concluſions, I will very cheer · 
fully give them up; and the book which. con- 


tains them I will reject as a divine revelati- 
on. I wiſh to allow reaſon all its © uſe * and 


Importance in judging of the evidence 


ent of the © nature of the truths 
ed; but I muſt and do utterly deny its 


"ca 9 to prove any of them to be contra- 
_diftory. If Mr. I. differs in his opinion, he 
0 wy 5 kind as to ſne me my miſtake, 


Prop. It; "That the only rationtl method of 
aſcertaining the ſenſe of any conſiſtent "writer, 
either ſacred or profane, is to conſider what is, 
and muſt be, the meaning "s of ry part of his 
writing, which ca rftood in one jenſe N 
only, and conveys prog: ſenſe 7 clearly, t 
cannot be miſtaken by any one who knows the 
meaning of the words there uſed ; and not to in 
terpret w ſh cannot, without torture, be made to 
bear any other than the — ſenſe of the 


therefore Ms of of a latitude of interpretation. 
If this be not granted to be a Juſt maxim of cri- 
ticiſm, we muſt be always in er of making 
a witer inconſiſtent with himſelf; and 4 
quently, 4 it be one of 10 * writers, a ve- 
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ry uncertain guide in matters of the higheſt 


I am not ſure that J underſtand this pro- 
poſition Does Mr. I. mean that every con- 


fiſtent writer uſes the ſame words always to 
convey the ſame ideas? That we are to un- 
derſtand ſuch a writer's words always in one 
ſenſe only? That if we underſtand the 
meaning of the words themſelves we cannot 
miſtake his deſign? If fo, I muſt reje&'the' 
ropofition—The word Redemption, for in- 


ance, in ſome places deſigns only temporal 


deliverance; in others it ſignifies our deli- 
verance' from final condemnation by the 


death of Chriſt. I allow of no obſcurity in 


> 


the words Prieſt and Sacrifice; yet they ad- 


mit of a latitude of interpretation.“ Some- 


times they are applied to Aaron and his ſer- 
vice —at others to Chriſt and his work. 
What Mr. I. means by uſing obſcure paſſa- 
ges to elucidate obvious ones, I confeſs I 
cannot conjeRure; and muſt therefore wait 
to be told. Maxims of criticiſm” had need 
be underſtood before they can be regard- 
ed; and therefore I wiſh Mr, I. to be more 
explicit, oy 


/ 


%) Ut ſupra, p. 38. 


P rop⸗ | 


(SF: 
Prop. III. That whatever is revealed of 
| God to men, muſt be, when revealed, within the 
- compaſs of reaſon, or capable of being compre- 


. hended by it, in the preſent ſtate ; and that what 


cannot be comprehended by reaſon, is not reveal- 


ed; and therefore cannot be the object of faith ; 
for to believe that of which we have no concep- 
tion, is believing nothing at all (c) 


This propoſition, I apprehend, cannot b 
gone without erte truth and mo- 
deſty altogether; for this idea of reaſon ex- 
cludes revelation and faith for ever. Faith 
in the doctrines of revelation is, in other 
words, receiving thoſe doctrines for divine 
truths on the teſtimony of God—but, if 
my reaſon. can comprehend them, that com- 
prehenſion at once ſuperſedes both "= faith 
and God's teſtimony, No perſon is ſaid to 


believe the exiſtence or truth of that which 


he comprehends, Revealed religion there- 


fore or comprehenſive reaſon muſt be deni- 
ed—let Mr. I. chuſe for himſelf, 1 apes 
to the ſcriptures, The love. of Chriſt is 
revealed; and yet the apoſtle ſaith it paſeth 
knowledge (d), The riches of Chriſt are re- 
vealed; but they are expreſsly called uns 

|  ſearchably 


(e) Ut ſupra, p. 39, (4) Eph, iii. 19. 


1 
of /earchable riches (e). And the reſurrection 
ne alſo is a doctrine of revelation; but it is a 


.- myſtery (J), or a truth that reaſon cannot 
at comprehend, any more than at firſt deviſe. 
u. Mr. I. therefore muſt either be able to com- 
: prehend theſe things, or renounce theni; 


ſeeing his comprehenſive reaſon, and not di- 
ine teſtimony, is laid down as the rule of 
aith. I am fully perſuaded that a © diſpute 
hich wants principles can not ſupport the in- 
ereſts of truth (g): and I am equally perſua- 
ded that the principle of this propoſition can 
have no truth to ſupport. Was it ever heard, 
or is it poſſible in the nature of things, that 
he le/s ſhould comprehend the greater? Is 
it not demonſtrable that the capactty which 
comprehends muſt exceed the fubjef? com- 
ehended? Can Mr. I. meaſure the waters 
n the hollow of his hand, mete out heaven 
with the ſpan, comprehend the duſt of the 
earth in a meaſure, and weigh the mountains 
in ſcales, and the hills in a balance? Ves, 
but he muſt do more than this to realize this 
EW Ra propoſition ; 


(e) Ver, 8. aveZ/3,viagov, See Rom. xi, 33, And if 
1 XX tranſlation of Job v. 12 . 10. be conſult» 
ed, the ſame word will be found which Paul uſes, and 
defigned to convey the ſame meaning, namely, that 
which cannot be comprehended, | 

J) 1 Cor. xv. 51, (g) Goſ. doc. p. 40. 
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| propoſition; he muſt comprehend. H IM who 
does all theſe things! But, I ſuppoſe that 


Mr. I. like ſome other folks, would haye us 


believe that, where myſtery begins reli- 


1 
* 
— 


gion ends —not apprehending that this poſi- 
tion, if traced home, terminates in abſolute 
atheiſm; for there is nothing more incom- 
prehenſible in the ſcripture doftrine of the 
Trinity, in the incarnation of the Son of 


God, in the Holy Spirit's dwelling in the 
ſaints, or in the refurreQion of the dead: 


than in the exiſtence and perfeRions of De-. 


Natural religion has its incomprehenſi- 


it 5 
bla or myſterious doctrines as well as reyeal- || 


ed; and, for that reaſon, if Mr. I. would be 


conſiſtent with himſelf, he ought fairly to give 
up both, and have no religion at all, or elſe 
to ſhew us what religious doQrine can be 
comprehended. And not only ſo, but I 
would alſo obſerve that, if Mr. I. ſhould 
meaſure his faith by his comprehenſive fa - 


culty, he will not helieve the exiſtence of a- 
ny ſingle article in the univerſe of being 
to him there can be no being whatever; no, 
not even the rev. J. {aac of Moretonhamp- 


ſtead in Devonſhire, Were I to ſay that 


this propoſition ſhews the conſummate van- 
ity of human nature, perhaps it might give 
„„ _ 'offence; 
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fence ; let it therefore ſuffice to obſerve 
that, whatever doctrine be ſupported by ſuch 
principles, cannot poſſibly be The glorious 
gbr of Chriſt, e 
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| Having juſt taken a view of the out-works; 
he gates being __— us enter and ſurvey 
he garrifon, On looking round about I 
obſerve the favorite ſentiment of /ocinians/M 
o be embraced by one who would be called, 
{ chriſtian Miniſter, But ſocinianiſm and 
chriſtianity are as oppoſite as the two poles; 
and as unlikely to be united—becauſe the 
former denies the effential dignity and diſtin- 
guiſhing characteriſtie of the latter, I have 
not ſaid that Mr. I. is a ſocinian; but I may 
ſafely affert that the appellation chriſtian may 

be as juſtly given to a turk or a jew as A- 
ny other perſon, who denies the atonement 
and ſatisfaction of Chriſt, Mr. I. thinks 
that he“ highly eſteems the obedience and 
death of Chriſt ();“ but, if I miſtake not, 
it will appear in our progreſs, that the ſerip- 
ture ſenſe of both is evidently oppoſed, if not 
expreſily denied. With a view therefore to 
,, conſider 


- 
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(8) 
eonſider the ſubje& property I will Aus | 
it as plainly and fully as J ein. | 


If the forgiveneſs of fin be 0 2 grace, how 
1 Re tf? the ali fa din of Chr 11 


This is the ſum of the debate —and, in 
order to diſcuſs the queſtion like thoſe who 
wiſh to know and embrace the truth, it be- 
comes requiſite to enquire concerning 
The law—Sin—The pardon of fin—The. 
atonement of Chriſt, and, The grace of 
God. If there be no law. there can be no 
ſin, and conſequently no forgiveneſs of it; 
and, of courſe, there will be no need of the 
atonement of Chriſt, nor any diſcovery of 
divine grace in him to us. An inattenti- 
on to either of theſe articles is a virtual diſ- 
regard to all; becauſe they are abſolutely 
inſeparable. Here we place Yo 


I. The Law. Every law ſuppoſes a 
lawgiver who has a right to ena@ laws and 
authority to enforce them, 925 lawgiv- 


er is the great immortal God of heaven and 
earth; whoſe right and authority are unde- 
rived and therefore indiſputable. His law 
js the rule of moral obedience to his crea- 
ture man ; and, as a covenant, was accom- 


LO! 


4 
F 19 = 
panied with the promiſe of life and the 
threatening of death. This Jaw was writ= 
ten on the heart of the firſt man, and is 
revealed in the word of God, Under this 
idea the Creator wears the additional eha- 


n {MWratters of Lord, or Governor and Judge; 
o nd man becomes related to him as a ſub- 
Fe ect, and an accountable creature, Apart 


from this thought either man muſt be re- 
duced to the claſs of brutes, not capable 


F ſuperior to his Maker, by being nat amen. 

0 wwe ts | wu # . 
„able at his bar—both which extremes are 
e abſurd, and therefore inadmiſſible. Only 

r gamno che fact, that God gave fuch a law. to- 


the firſt man and in him to all his poſteri- 
ty; that this law is ſpiritual, holy, juſt and 
good; and it will follow that its obligations 

are indiſpenſibly and everlaſtingly binding. 
To ſuppoſe it was not ſpiritual and holy, 
extending to all the thoughts and intents 
of the heart as well as the external deport- 
ment of life; would be a cenſure on the 

holineſs of the divine nature. To appre- 
hend it was not moſt compleatly juſt and 
good, would: be charging injuſtice on the 
divine government. And to teach that it 


+l 1 ed, 


of ſuch a law; or elſe he muſt be raifed 


may be ſuperſeded, or in the leaſt weaken- 
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died. Its doftrine is, Thou ſhalt love the 
Lord thy God with all thy heart, mind, and 


ſupreme beauty and the ſupreme good. The 


reaſon the obligations of the creature are 
infinitely binding, and muſt be as laſting as 


mains to be what he is in himſelf and to his 
to exiſt in their mutual relations to each o. 
them will be their invariable duty, accord- 
ing to this law. Nor is there any neceſſity 


It is ſo completely perfect and worthy of 


ed about a new or milder law, is not only 


thy of God and encouraging to ſin. 


= 
ed; is to teach in fab, if not in deſign; that 
the relation is diſſolved in which it was found» 


ftrength; and thy neighbor as thy ſelf! This 


requirement-is holy and righteous; for God 
is, both in himſelf and to his creatures, the 


obligations of the creature, perfeAly to re- 
gard this law, ariſe from the infinite loveli- 
neſs and goodneſs of its author. For this 


they are ſtrong ; becauſe, while Jehovah re- 


creatures, and while human beings continue 


ther, ſupreme love to him and equal love to 


for its being abrogated, or ſucceeded by 
another; becauſe it has no imperfection 


God, that no other can exceed or equal it. 
On this account whatever may be ſuggeſt- 


derogatory to revealed truth, but is un vor- 


1 


(15) 2 
In the form of a covenant indeed, it has 
never been given to men ſince the violatie 
on of it by our great Progenitor—nor is 
there any reaſon why it ſhould; becauſe, 
or the ele& of God its federal claims are 
anſwered, and for the finally impenitent 
hey abide in force. This idea alſo ren- 
lers another law, however named, not only 
uperfluous, but impoſſible. It was. evi- 
dently given to Adam and his deſcendants 
n the form of a covenant, as appears b 
he promiſe and penalty annexed; This! 
ntimated might Be proved-—1) by the 


Kdeath of infants—2) from our being chil- 
dren-of wrath by nature, and g) by Chriſt 
deing made under the law to redeem. his 
people from the penalty of it. The firſt 
and third of theſe thoughts Mr. I. paſſes 
over in filence—for what reaſons the rea- 
der muſt judge for himſelf. And the treat- 
ment of the ſecond does no honor to Mr. 

I. as a fair diſputant. The apoſtle did not 
uſe the term (i) which is rendered nature, to 
expreſs the ſtate of man as he was * formed 
of God (i), nor did I quote him as having 
this meaning; and therefore ſuch an idea 

is very ungenerouſly ſuggeſted. Happy is 


: | (i) Quos, (4) Ut ſupra, p. 22. 


| (16) 
he who condemneth not himſelf in cenſu- 
ring others. Nor does the word here uſed, 


any where in the new teſtament, ſignify ac- 
quired habit; nor will the authority of Dr. 


Doddridge aſſiſt Mr. I. in his deſign ; for, | 


in his verſion and note on Eph. 11. g. the. 
Dr. fays, We are © heirs of the curſe de- 


conſequence of that innate corruption are 


early plunged in actual tranſgreſſions. 7 


This is contrary to acquired habit. But 
the Dr. alſo ſays, It is more reaſonable 
for the word to refer to original apoſtacy and 
corruption, and that it ſignifies a natural 
diſpoſition, and not merely an acquired ha- 
bit.“ If Mr. I. did not wiſh to impeach 
his own condutt, and contraditt his profeſ- 


fed opinion, I cannot conjecture why the 


Dr. was cited to appear on this bufineſs! 
Beſides, let me aſk Mr. I.—Has acquired 


habit no original principle whence it ſprings, 


and by which it is ſtrengthened and con- 


firmed? Who was the firſt man that ac- 


quired a vicious habit, and how came he to 
do ſo? Do not acquired habits of vice 
now, originate in the fame ſource they did 
ien? 1 expett an explicit reply, becauſe 
| the ſubje& requires it. Once more, 


v - 


15 


5 


nounced on fin—we are born in fin, and in f I 


('17 ): 


od ſent forth his ſon made of a woman, 


r, ade under the law, to redeem them that 
r, ere under the law (I). Here the apoſtle 
e beaks to the fact and the deſign of it. The 


is, Chriſt was made, not born, under 
je law. He was not born under it be- 
auſe he was not the ſon of Adam—his 
uman nature was not brought forth ac- 
ording to the common courſe of genera- 
on, and therefore he was not obliged to 
egard it like Adam and his poſterity ; and 
he ineffable union of his human with his 
livine nature rendered him, perſonally 

onſidered, ſuperior to its federal obligat i- 


edemption of thoſe who were under it. 
This he could not effect without perfect 
ubjedtion to it—nor could this ſubjection 
de properly expreſſed but by complete o- 
bedience to its precepts and by bearing its 
penalty incurred by fin, This law, howe- 
ver worthy of God, had never been duly 
honored; for this reaſon, the Son of God 
was made under it, by a divine conſtitution, 
= it might be glorified i in the ſalvation of 
his 


Ee 


2 ** 


6 Gal. iv, 4, 5. 


I would obſerve that it was with refer- | 
nce to this law as a covenant that Paul ſaid,” 


ns. The def ign of his coming was the 
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It may be fa to thoſe who do not believe the 


118) 


inis people, Though God's eleft were the 
odjects of eternal love and deſigned for fi- 


nal glory; yet, with the reſt of Adam's pro. 
geny, they were involved in the guilt and 
pollution of his firſt tranſgreſſion. The 


covenant of works, made with Adam and 


his ſeed, was holy and honorable; on this 
account its requiſitions could not. be diſ- 
penſeq with. The covenant of grace, | 
made with Chriſt and the church of the. 
firſt born in him, was a diſplay of the wiſ- 
dom of God; and, for this reaſon, could 
not fail of its completion. In the face of 
us Chriſt therefore we ſee the glory of 
God manifeſted in the conſtitution of his 
erſon, and in his ſubjection to the law, that 
h covenants might be duly honored in 
the final felicity of the veſſels of mercy. 
This is the centre where all the lines of 
holineſs and love, of juſtice and grace, of 
mercy and truth, conducted by wiſdom, 
meet and ſhine for ever. TRE 


| Mr. I ſays indeed, That Adam's being 
a federal head, in a moral or religious view, is 
a ſubje& too ſtale to deſerve attention (m)", 


| word 
a] Ut ſupra. p. 23. 


9 ; 
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he grace of God in their hearts—or, to thoſe 
vho feel themſelves unable to refute it. Eve» 
man diſcovers his wiſdom in not attempt- 
Ing things e his might. Tis alſo ad- 
ed, that full replies have been made to 
but by whom ve are left to gueſs. If 
r. 1, ſhould need information, I would ob- 


ect anſwer to all that has been written a- 
painſt Adam's federal headſhip from the be- 
pinning of the world to this hour; and, as far 
as I can find, has paſſed entirely unnoticed 
by the. oppoſers of this ſcripture doarine. 
There is not a fact in the whole empire of 
God ſupported by much ſtronger evidence 
than original ſim, It is confirmed by the un- 
divided experience of well nigh fix thouſand 
years. Its being ſtale” therefore, that is, 
old, or — ſtanding, is a reaſon, not why 
Mr. I. ſhould rejett it, but why he ought to 
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bow to its weight of evidence. May the 
Holy Spirit of truth lead him to do ſo; or he 
will never ſee the beauty of the goſpel of 
God. True; the apoſtle ſays, we muſt all 
appear before the judgnient ſeat of Chriſt, 
that every one may receive the things done 
; To > 6 WM 0 in 


word of truth—to thoſe who deny the ſalva- 
tion of Chrift—to thoſe who are ſtrangers to 


erve, that Edwards on original Sin, is a per- 


71 
7 


' whether it be good or bad. And the ſame 


death by ſin, and that in him we all haue 
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Paul ſays, Do we then make void the law. 
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(26) 
in kis body, according to that he hath done; 


apoſtle declares, by the ſame authority, that 
by one man fin entered into the world, and il 
JIN» | 
ned. Perfectly conſiſtent therefore is ory 
nal fin with our final perſonal account; fee- Wl 
ing both paſlages are of equal importance in 
int of authority and truth, If Mr. I. be- 
— in his conſcience that the /ound and | 
ſenſe of ſeripture may be reconciled; it is pi- | 
ty but he paid ſome attention to it. When 
I read my bible I ſee that Chriſt eame not 
to deſtroy, or diſſolve, the obligation and 
claims of the law, but to fulfil them. And 


through faith ? God forbid : yea, we eſtabliſh 
the law (n). Whereas Mr. I. in Ai“ goſpel, 
makes no proviſion for its honor at all, but 
juſt the reverſe. | I ſhould be glad to be i 
formed therefore, expreſsly, whether God, in 
pardoning ſin, has reſpe& to his law, or whe- 

ther he has not; that I may know how to 
act. I ſhall have oecaſion to advert to the 
law again in progreſs, and therefore go on 

now to conſider RS 


II. Sin. 


(2 Matt. v. 17. 8 Rom. iii. 31. 


(921) | „ 
the ſecret of defending his friend againſt the 
Katisfaction of Chriſt ; for, if * fin iy an ideall 
being (o), then it only requires an ideal ſa- 
isfattion. According to this doctrine that 
which is only ideal, a mere creature of the 
ancy, cannot conſtitute a real character; and 
herefore no ſinner can be found in all the 
uman race. This is the neceſſary import 
of the goſpel doctrine of free grace maintain- 
d by Mr. I. and, for this reaſon, the law of 
God, and God the lawgiver are ideal beings 
alſo. As is the one, under the preſent con- 
fideration ſo ate the others. Now, where 
this language is approved, it is no wonder to 
find the eſſential glory of revelation denied, 
deſpiſed ; for, where there is no real tranſ- 
greſſion, the fear of puniſhment is mere vo- 
luntary ſlavery, and the doftrine of ſalvation 
for ſinners is only an empty ſound, But if 
indeed fin is an ideal being, why does Mr. I. 
talk of repentance and forgiveneſs? Can a 
nou- entity be the object of penitence and 
pardon ? What fallacious ideas! The (crip- 
tures inform us that ſin is the tranſgreſſion 
of the law— that the law, as broken, work- 
eth wrath—and that the wages of ſin is death 
le) Ut ſupra. p. 33. 


« 22 ) 
Tis, we have teaſon to believe, f 1s true; 
not in idea but fact; and will remain a fad 
to eternity The demerit of this tranſgreſſi- 
on is of infinite magnitude; and the wages of 
4. that 1 Ws, death, conhills 1 in an inte fol. 


1411 is of inflate wigs in its deſert, be- = 
cauſe it is an offence againſt infinite Majeſty, Þ 
and a violation of infinite obligations. If 
Mr. I. will ſpeak out, or any one for him, 
and ſay, that the evil of ſin is not to be mea-' 
ſured by the infinite glory of God; then I 
| ſhall know what to do—but, till then, I ſhall 
retain my preſent ideas of it; and make no 

ſeruple to affert that the obligations of a 
finite creature are as infinite as God is (p. 
In proof of this thought I offered, what I ſtil 
conſider, an irrefragable argument in my let- 
ters to Dr. Prieſtley, p. 251; and to which 
the author of Thoughts was referred That 
argument I borrowed from the rev. John 
Ruy land jun. (9 — and, ſince theſe papers were 
begun, I have found one of a correſponding 

nature in an author gone to glory; this I. of- 
fer to Mr. I. The author fas 


, 5 Naturel 


| of Ut "Og +, 65 See his 3 _ | 
Chriſt ifeſt bee. p. I, note. 


5 (23) 
Natural conſcience will tell a man that 
od is the moral governor of the world - 
at all government implies a law, either ex. 

reſſed or underſtood - that the tranſgreſſion 
that law, whether natural or revealed. is 
Wn—that fin implies a deſert of puniſhment 
hat every fin or fault deſerves a greater 


"_— . F . . . 
less puniſhment, in proportion as the crime 


fault is greater or leſs— that a crime is 
ore or leſs heinous according as wWèe are un- 
er greater or leſs obligation to the contras 
that our obligation to love, honor; and 
ey any being or beings is in proportion to 
tis or their lovelineſs, honorableneſs and au- 
ority—that God is a being infinitely love- 
y, becauſe he hath infinite exellence and. 
beauty; infinitely honorable, becauſe he has 
nfinite greatneſs, majeſty, and glory ; and 
1s authority over us 1s infinite, for he is in- 
nitely worthy to: be obeyed in himſelf, and 
e have an abſolute, univerſal, and infinite 
dependence upon him—and that fin againſt 
God, being a violation of infinite obligations; 
muſt be a crime infinitely heinous, and there- 
fore deſerving of infinite puniſhment (v).“ 
According to this author, the late Edwards 
of New-England, thoſe who deny the infinite 
eee e delt 
7) An Eſſay on the nature of true Virtue, p. 180, note, 


K 


(24) 


deſert of ſin not only fly in the face of re- 
velation, but even oppoſe the diQtates of na. 
tural conſcience. It would be therefore but 


a mark of honeſt enquiry after truth in Mr. 
I. or any others who deny the infinite fu. 
tisfaQtion of Chriſt, to try their ſtrength with 
theſe arguments; aid, if they cannot fairly 7 


e am, ſubmit. 


The evil of fin may be ated winner be: 4 


cauſe the ſinner Cuſtains, in conſequenee of i 
it, the loſs of an infinite good, and to an in- 


finite duration; unleſs his ſin be pardoned 


through the atoning blood of Chriſt. — 9 
ited; | 


the firſt act of tranſgreſſion Adam forfei 


for himſelf and his poſterity; all that com: 1 
munion with God and enjoyment of him 


which he poſſeſſed in the ſtate of innocence; 
and. that for ever. As to the fact, it cannot 
be made plainer than it is; and the continu- 
ance of it cannot be reaſonably doubted, if 
we only reflect, that it is impoſſible for a 
man, once dead in law, to recover that life 
which the law righteouſly demands. The 


law of God is righteous in all its requiſiti- 


ons, and the lawgiver is righteous in taking 
vengeance, His judgment is always accords 
ing to truth. 88 in the . een and 

the 


: 
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(25) 


je eternity of his nom arife only 
om his incapacity of ever glorifying the law 


pd, and who could bear the penalty which 
deſerved ; he need not deſpair, nor need 
ſufferings be eternal ; for, the end of the 


ly honored, the obedient ſufferer is neceſ- 
ly and legally glorified for ever—but, not 
zerwiſe. This opens a way to the infinite 
tisfaction of Chriſt ; and gives us a reaſon 
y his ſufferings were temporary, and why 
> was not in deſpair. Mr. I. ſays indeed, 
If my affertion be true,” concerning the 
bfinite deſert of ſin, every virtue and grace, 
nd every att of obedience, having God for 


irectly enquires by way of ſeeming triumph, 
| what then becomes of his unſcriptural ſa- 


Wot been premature—or, had he only at- 
| it, ſome praiſe would have been due 
—— but, all this he leaves to his next perfor- 
mance. Though, at the ſame time, if proof 
| can 


60 Goſ. doc, p. 29. 


bas violated— Could a perſon be found, 
Se holineſs of whoſe nature and life correſ- 
nded with the requirements of the law of 


being anſwered, and the lawgiver being 


is object, muſt be infinite in value*—and 


WsfaQtion, which he calls infinite (s)?“ Had 
Mr. I. proved his poſition, his ovation had 
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can be produced, I would obſerve, his res. 
der is under no obligation to him for con. 


mark to Mr. I. if I may be forgiven for do- 


an infinite good, yet it follows not that a gra. 


into peculiar union with the Son of God, ac- 
dience would have been due for himlſelk, 


And that it was only perſonal obedience, and 
rendered only for Him /- if, is all the idea that 


(26) 


0 
> 


cealing it. Mere aſſertion ought not to ſtandii 
for argument; and therefore I would re. 


ing it—1) That no created act, or act of a 
finite nature, though it may have God for 
its objekt, can be minke in value The ail 
of the human nature of Chriſt were not ſuch; il 
and,—2) That though a finful att may lol 


cious act may merit an infinite good; becauſe] 
the creature, prior to any act, is under eve 

ry poſſible obligation to perfect obedience: 
and therefore his perfect obedience, ſuppoſ : 
ing it to exiſt, cannot merit at the hands of 
God, Even the infinite value of the obedi- 
ence of Chriſt himſelf ariſes not from his hu- 
man, but from his diyine nature—for, had 
the human nature of Chriſt been produced 
under natural obligation to the covenant of 
works, like mine; and, had it not been taken 


cording to a divine conſtitution ;-all his obe- 


none beſides would have been profited by it. 


ſomg 
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ä 1 
pme perſons affix to it; and ſo render the 
ible uſeleſs, and themſelves, ultimately, 
ppeleſs—for, thoſe who deny and rejett the 
isfaction of Chriſt, can have no ground on 
hich to expect the enjoyment of the favor 
God but their own obedience to his holy 
— and this muſt neceſſarily fail for ever. 


\ 


III, The forgiveneſs of fin requires a few 
drds. TT: p99 le an ideal be- 
g, yet it is ſuppoſed to be in the world; or 
herwiſe it would be impertinent to ſpeak 
its forgiveneſs. If we behold it in a true 
d proper light, as mentioned above, we 
all be obliged to confeſs, that if the ſinner 
not pardoned he muſt periſh for ever. 
Dn this important ſubje& it becomes us to 
de attentive to the voice of ſcripture. All 
ure knowledge of this bleſſing muſt be de- 
ved from thence 1. What is pardon of fin? 
It is ſaid to be a not-imputing it to the ſin- 
er: Or, in other words, a reverſing the 
ſentence of a broken law, and remitting the 
penalty due to tranſgreſſion. Bleſſed is he 
whoſe tranſgreſſion is forgiven, whoſe ſin is 
covered. Bleſſed is the man unto whom 
the Lord imputeth not iniquity ().— 2. Who 
5 „ forgives 


2 Pal, xxxii. 1, 2, 


628 ö 
forgives our iniquities? None can forgiv } 
ſins but God only (u). He is the lawgiver, 
and he alone can pardon fin—g. When does 
he forgive tranſgreſſion? Either when he 
_ diſcovers the ſinner's intereſt in the bleſſing, 
as he did to the paralytic; Son, be of good 
cheer, thy ſins be forgiven thee (v). Or, 


when the merciful act paſſed the divine will. 
This act is neceſſarily eternal and irreverſi- 
ble, as all his volitions are; but the applica- 


tion of it to the conſcience is in time. The 
manifeſtations of forgiveneſs may be, and 


are, repeated; the act in the will of God can 


be but one. Though the act of vill ſecures 
the bleſſing; yet it is by the word, in the 
hands of the Spirit, that the comfort of it is 
brought to the guilty boſom. The a& of 


pardon is always ſigned, by earthly legiſla- 
tors, before the guilty know it; and the ſe- 


curity of life depends, not on the knowledge 


of pardon, but on the act of the royal plea- 
ſure. Here it might be obſerved, that, when 
an earthly lawgiver forgives a culprit, either 


the law which claimed his life cannot be juſt, 


or its honors are not ſupported in his pardon. 


5 Neither of which can take place in our pre- 
ſent ſubject. His law is righteous and muſt 


5 


() Mark, ii. 7. | (v) Matt. . 2. a 0 


LE 
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rom ALL their iniquity, whereby they have 
inned againſt me, and I will pardon ALL 
Heir iniquities whereby they have finned, 
ad 
e Thou wilt caſt ALL their fins into the 
epths of the ſea. Who forgiveth ALL thy 
niquities. Having forgiven you ALL treſ- 
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leanſeth us from ALL ſin (w). Nothing 


Col. 4i.13. 1 John, i. 79. (x) Exod, xxxiii. 19. 


d. though the ſinner be forgiven. 5 
4. How large is the act of divine forgive- 
eſs? The word) ſays, I will cleanſe them | 


whereby they have tranſgreſſed againſt 


Lafſes. The blood of Jeſus Chriſt his Son 


eſs than this would be worthy of God, or 
Wafe for the ſinner 3. Who are the ſubjetis , 
of this favor? Is it not diſpenſed promiſcu- 
ouſly? No. The Lord ſays, I will be gra- 
Fcious to whom I will be gracious, and will 
ſhew mercy on whom I will ſhew mercy. 
And theſe are all appointed in the will, and 
enrolled in the records of heaven; for he 
adds elſewhere, I will pardon them whom J 
reſerve (x)—6, How is the bleſſing im- 
' parted? In the freeſt and moſt gracious 
manner; without regard to any worthineſs 
in the ſubjeQ of it. This appears both from 
5 e on 


(ww) Jer. xxxiii. 8. Micah, vii. 19. | Pfal. ciii. 4. 
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- &eripture teſtimony and ſcripture inſlances 
On the firſt let one text aue. Jehovali 
declares, I, even I am he that blotteth out 
thy tranſgreſſions for my own ſake, and will 
not remember thy fins (5). And as to the 
laſt, the expiring thief, an perſecuting Saul, 
are inſtances quite in point. Though the 
one had been an abandoned ſinner, and the 
other a devout zealot, yet both were freely 
forgiven and graciouſly ſaved. Both were 
under the righteous ſentence of a broken 
law; both were deſtitute of ſuch qualities as 
could recommend them to the divine favor: 
and therefore they were both pardoned by 
the free grace of God i in Chriſt ] Jeſus. 


IV. Enquiring into the atonement, or fa. | 
tisfaction of Chriſt, I ſhall enlarge a little 
5 ore! than on the preceeding article, 


Tbat the word Redemption (z) ſignifies pro⸗ 
vidential deliverance, 'and at times, the re- 
furreQion of the body, may be granted 
but why ſhould we I” ih What can 
Mr. I. ſay for leaving a term of ſuch impor- 
tance in the unſettled manner he has? But 
the 1 queſtion now is, Did I, or did 1 
not; 


2 
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a 1 
not, affix an improper idea to it, when I con 
ſidered it as expreſſive of that ſpiritual deli- 

Werance which Chriſt obtained for his peo- 
dle by his death on the croſs? * If I did, 
hy had not Mr. I. made ſome effort to 
ronvince me of my miſtake ? If I did not, 

by was the reader's mind led away from 
1 hat idea? Mr. I. can tell the reaſons of 
4 ais conduQ. | 7 2 e 
_ Al mankind, without exception, bein 
ranſgreſſors of the law of God, are expoſed 
to the penalty of it. The law itſelf being juſt, 
the penalty incurred by fin muſt be the ſame; 
and, of courſe, had all the race of Adam been 
left under perſonal obligation to hear that 
penalty for ever, the Lord would have been 
righteous altogether. It could not be unjuſt 
to infli a juſt puniſhment. But the Lord 
| Jeſus Chriſt having beconie the Redeemer 
bf his people, he hath ſolved their obligation 
to bear that puniſhment by bearing it him- 
ſelf; for which reaſon Paul ſays, There is 
therefore now no condemnation to them who 
are in Chriſt ſeſus (a). And hence he ob- 
ſerves that Chriſt has redeemed them from 
all iniquity (5). The law being ſatisfied, and 


| 


5 (a) Rom: viii. 11 (& Tit ws 14 


ge?) 


the lawgiver duly honored, they are F a 
from wrath through him; and no othe riſe 


Every one knows that Moſes is called the 
Aer of Iſrael, and that he paid no price 
for them But, are the nature, deſign, and 
effect of the office and work of Moſes and 
Chriſt the ſame? And yet, it ſeems, ve 
muſt believe that to be the fact, not only 
without, but even contrary to evidence and 
truth. If this be the part of a generous diſ- 
putant, and an honeſt enquirer after truth, 
then I am miſtaken. - The A ers our Re- 
deemer paid for the ranſom of his people, is 
that in conſequence of which they are deli- 


1 vered from deſerved condemnation, and e- 


mancipated from ſlavery and bondage. The 
price, let it be whatever it may, is the pro. 
curing or meritorieus cauſe of redemption, 
For this reaſon redemption is attributed to 
Dae as obtained by his hife—his _ 
himſelf—and the ſacriſice of hamfel „If 
ich be not the ag or; idea % Fact a 
ſages of ſcripture, I ſhould be glad to be in- 
formed what is. They muſt have ſome 
meaning; and, if I am wrong, it would be 
kind in Mr. I. to ſet me right. This is what 
| 1 mean 


0 John, Xe 15. Acts, XX. 28. Gal, i 1. 4+ Heb, i ix, 26. 


„ 
mean by ſatisfafion; and this ſatisfaQtion 
uſt have an object; and this ohjett can be 
> other than the great Lawgiyer - becauſe, 
d authority but his can be inſulted by tranſ- 
efling the law; and becauſe, no majeſty but 
is can be ſupported by fulfilling it. This 
ea is confirmed both by the prophet and 
doſtle. The Lord is well pleaſed for his 
phteouſneſs' ſake,. he will magnify the law, 
d make it honorable. - Chriſt hath loved 
„ and hath given himſelf for us, an offer- 
g and a ſacrifice to God for a ſweet ſmel- 
ng ſavor. And alſo it is ſaid of Chriſt that, 
rough the eternal Spirit, he offered him- 
elf without ſpot to God (d). Theſe words 
doth illuſtrate and eſtabliſh the term Satisfac- 


Loon as fully as any reaſonable man would 
require to ſee it done. When therefore I 


ſpeak of the atonement- of Chriſt I mean 
ſoniething given to God; and need no 
further proof than theſe texts of my uſing the 
language of ſcripture. And, if Paul does 
not ſay that God hath received the atone- 
ment (e), he ſays that Chriſt offered himſelf 
a ſacrifice to God; and I will leave Mr. I. 
to ſay whether that ſacrifice made atonement, | 
(4d) Ifai, xlii. 21. | Eph. v. 2. 4 5 Heb. ix. 14. 
e' Goſ. doc. p. 13. 5 
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munion with ſinners who had broken his lau q 


FO 


| ond was received as ſuch, or for ak 


purpoſe it was done. And I call this ſau 
faction infinite, becauſe of the dignity of the 
perſon who gave it; whom the ſcriptures: _ 
ſcribe as Immanael, that is, God with us, 
God manifeſt in the fleſh. With no els a 


tisfaction could the holy law of God be mags 


h no leſs ſatisfacs 


nified and honored—throug . 
tion could the righteous Lawgiver hold com · 


and offended his juſtice — and, through the 4 
efficacy of no leſs ſatisfaction than this, could 


| ſinners themſelves be ſo reconciled to God 


as to delight in his purity and truth, while 
they truſt in his ſovereign grace. This was 
my ba when 1 ſaid, that one of the effet 

re edemptian was, the reconciliation of God, 


as laugiver; to the ſinful creature; as well ay 


the reconciliation of the ſinner to his way 
of ſalvation, and his divine perfettions and 
overnment, This idea Mr. I. has ſtrange- 
ly mutilated; I will not ſay from deſign. ' I 
ſhould ſuppoſe that others, as well as myſelf, 

— . that my idea conſiſted of two 
one referring to the holy Lawgiver, the 
other to the ſinning creature; while the term 
Reconciliation, under == ye conſiderations, 
FR ta bath. Wit Fl view. I cited. 
two. 


1 N * 
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5 


ought, to the reſpeCtive parts of my inten- 
on. For this reaſon I could not have the 
paſt deſign to prove the firſt part of my idea 
DT y Col. i. 21. which reſpeCtts the reconci- 
ation of the ſinner to God, and for which 
urpoſe only I named it—but the text on 
thich reſted the evidence for the reconcilia- 
on of God, as Laugiver, to the ſinful crea- 
rc, Mr. I. has entirely omitted, together 
ich che term, Lawgiver;—for what reaſons 
e did ſo, he can inform the reader at his 
eiſure, 2G ts ont rf , TIRES: 


er 
he 
0. 


where Chriſt, as a merciful and faithful High- 
prieſt in things pertaining to God, is ſaid to 
make reconciliation for the fins of the people. 
As 4in is the tranſgreſſion of the law; and, as 
the law neceſſarily ſuppoſes a lawgiver; ſo I. 
conclude that, when Chriſt is ſaid to make 
reconciliation for the ſins of the people, we 
are to underſtand by his ſo doing, that he 
magnified the character of the Lawgiver b 
fulfilling the law; and, that, a rom: his 
obedience and death, the law would not have 
been fulfilled nor the character of the Law- 
giver diſplayed, in their proper extent and 


glory, 


f ; | . TL ö 1 5 Ty LY , 
wo paſſages of ſcripture, each ſuited, as'E 


The text I mentioned was Heb. ii. 19: 


1 
1 
We 
q 
1 


. 
2 


5 (as) 
trine is. al{6 confirmed by the prophet whey 
he ſays the deſign af Chrilt's death was, & 
that the terms (g) uſed by the apolfle and 
rophet may be undenſtood as — 
idea, in ſome reſpetts, prior to that of recon» 
ciliation z namely, as a cauſe precedes its eh 
fe. But every one knows that the cauſt I 
of reconciliation, om this ſubjekt, is an atone· 1 
ment made, or ſatisfaction given, for the of- 
fence committed; the lawgiver may ſupport 
his character with honor while he gives the 
ſinner his life on the foot of juſtice. This is 
my idea; and I ſhould ſuppoſe it to be the 
idea of every man who is at all concerned 
for the glory of God in pardoning ſinners. 
It is eaſ to conceive how a man may love 
his. child, as @ child, and yet be obliged as a 
lawgiver to withhold. the tokens of it from 
that child, as a:tranſgreſſor, till his legiflative 
authority be duly ſupported in-diſcoveriny 
his paternal ſmiles. This is not an uſeleſs 

diſtindtion even in human government— 
much leſs in the government of the Moſt 
High. Notwithſtanding this ſatisfaction be- 
ing given and received, as above; I 
H) Dan, ix, 24 (g) TAM rn end Mm. 


— 


\ 


Av) 


idea of any. change in in God's love to his peat 
ple, or rw the death of Chriſt obtained or 
W=cured his mercy to them; for Chriſt hink 
Welf, according to the ſcriptures, as their Head 
nd Redeemer, is the eifeR and gift of his 
grace and love - but my meaning is, that ho- 
oeſs and juſtice could not unite with love 
Ind grace, in admitting ſinners to his pre- 
nce, but on the ground of a perfet re _ 
d the divine law. This regard they had 
endered in their own perſons, and ans 
he Lord Jeſus Chriſt did it for them. And 
this he was eternally ſet up and appointed to 
do, in the fulneſs of time, according to the 
love and wiſdom of their covenant Father, 
There is no departing from this idea, in my 
opinion, but by ſaying that God ought not 10 
regard his law in ſhewing mercy, - 


In ſhort, i it is the eternal law of God OR 
as a covenant of works, whoſe yiolation ex- 
poſes the ſinner to a curſe; and it is from the 
curſe of this law that Chriſt has redeemed 
his people by becoming a curſe for them 
In conſequence of which he is, nat * the 
means of their reconciliation.” only (), but 


6 Gol, doc. p. 30. 


the true and proper cauſe. Mr. I; is * ” 
* | 
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(838) 79; 
in ſaying © 1 do not ſee that the term Law 
in Gal, Iii. 1g. means the jewiſh ritual (i) ;“ 
for omniſcience itſelf can not ſee what is not 
to be ſeen, It is demonſtrable that Paul is 
not there ſpeaking of the jewiſh ritual 1) 
becauſe that body of ceremonial laws never 

onounced a curſe on the man who failed 
m keeping them. That curſe was incurred 
by a breach of the moral and not the ritual 
law. And the. moral law is common to all 
the world; and not to be confined to the 
Jews—2) becauſe the gentiles were never 
under the jewiſh ritual law; and therefore 
could not be delivered from it—g) becauſe 
this jewiſh law is aboliſhed and done away; _ 
but the law, of which Paul there ſpeaks, is 
as eternal as' the principle on which it is 
founded; and therefore cannot be changed 
by any ceconomical diſpenſation. What au- 
thority has Mr. I. for ſaying that © the law 
ſignifies rigorous exactions, and the goſpel a 
difpenſation of „% ?” Under the jew- 
iſh diſpenſation, and indeed from the begin- 
ning, the choſen of God were ſaved on the 

ſame ground as they are now. Though the 

adminiſtration differed divine mercy was the 
fame. Does he mean that God, wa: an | 

| law, 

(i) Idem, p. 20. i) Idem, ibid. 
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eo: TE 
law, exacted more duty of his creatures than 
was juſt or reaſonable; but now is more re- 
laxed and mild? Or, is the law of God 
 _ * aboliſhed” as the rule of duty? If Mr. 
I. does not mean this by aboliſhing the for- 
mer diſpenſation, he ſays nothing to the pur- 
poſe ; becauſe the abolition of the Jew ri- 
tual is not denied. But, uo aboliſhed the 
law, and when, and why? To theſe neceſſa- 
ry queries I expect an explicit anſwer ; be- 
cauſe, diſpenſations, whether better or worſe, 
ſo to ſpeak, are only various manifeſtations 
of the ſame will and wiſdom in faving ſin- 
ners—4) becauſe * hanging on a tree, or dy- 
ing on the croſs (),“ did not include all that 
was intended by the curſe of the law—for, if 
ſo, the thief, who was crucified with Chriſt, _ 
or any other jew who expired on a tree, 
-would have as really redeemed us from that 
curſe as the death of Chriſt—than which no- 
thing is more foreign from the word of; God, 
or the glory of his character. But, an au- 
thor who talks of giving the price of redemp- 
tion to fin, an ideal being (m), may think, 
| himſelf at liberty to ſay what he chuſes. 
However, let the term Law, as uſed by the 
apoſtle in this place, mean what it may, it 
N % cannot 
(1) Tem; p. 21. /n Idem, p. 33. | 


< 


( 40 | A 
cannot ſignify any law which Chriſt had vio» 
hated ; bec by he did not die for himſelf, 5 7 
for his own fins. Meſſiah ſhall be cut off 
but not for himſelf (n). And it muſt deſign 
a law the curſe of which believers of the pre- 
fent day were under, or. they could not be 
redeemed from it by the death of -Chriſt, 
Believers of the preſent day therefore were 
not under the curſe of the law, or they are 
not redeemed from it by Chriſt being made 
a curſe for them. Let Mr. I. ſay, clearly. 
and fully, how this matter ſtands ; for nothing 
teſs is involyed in it than the nature and . 
of Chriſt's death, and the everlaſting welfare 
of his church and people. 125 


« Yes, it may be ſaid, but the death of 
« Chriſt, as the price of redemption, ſuppo- 
ſes ſubſtitution and imputation — Truly it 
does; and ſo the ſcripture teaches though 
Mr. I. bas modeſty enough to aſſert that 
Gad deteſts the idea of transferring guilt (o).“ 
If this deteſtation be a fact it muſt be learnt. 
from the word of truth. In the 18th. chap- 
ter of Ezekiel. the prophet is not treating of 
goſpel ſalvation but providential conduct to- 
wards the nation of Iſrael ; and therefore that 

| FT ſcripture 


ff 


(445) 


 feripture is foreign from our ſu ef. This 
thews that I am vor the 7 n * can 
quote ſeriptu re by ſound alone (p). It is a 
eaſe in point that carries convi 2 with it, 
both in civil and religious debates; if Mr. I, 
will by ſo kind as to produce this it ſhall be 
1 rded. But what ſaith the ſcripture 

owihly ubjeQt ? There I read, that the Lord 
laid on him the iniquities of us all—that he 
made him to be ſin for us, who knew no 
fin -that he died for the ungodly and for 
finners—that he ſuffered for our | afferices 
and died for our fins—that he bore our fins 
in his own body on the tree—and many paſ- 
ſages of ſimilar import might be adduced, 
Exprefsly with reference to this doctrine 
Chriſt is called the Surety of the better teſta- 
ment—and is ſaid' to he wounded for our 
tranſgreſſions, to be bruiſed for our iniqui- 
 ties—that the chaſfiſement of our peace was 
upon him; and by his ſtripes we are healed 
yea, that it pleaſed the ord to bruiſe him 
and put him to grief (). How fiich lan- 
guage can be underſtood, except the ſins of 
God's: people be transferred to Chriſt, and 
except he ſuffered as their ſubſtitute, it will he 

but Jar in Mr. I. to inform me; for, as yet, 
| know 


% Lem, p. 34+. (7) Hobs vil. 22. Tſai, lil. 5, &c, 
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(42) 
I know not. As ſin forfeits life, ſo pardon 
' the giving the continuance of the life t 


orfeited ; but this bleſſing muſt be iſſued on. 
1 condition that ſecures the honor of .the- 
Laygiver ; nam. the death of a ſubſtitute, | _ 
175 of the 4 ceremo- 

rine— In caſe 


It was the grand 
nial inſtitutes to teach this do 


7+ % 


of murder there was an exception; but the 
exception confirms the rule. In this ex- 
cepted caſe the Lawgiver would have no ſa- 


tisfation made (r), becauſe he was determi- 


ned that the law ſhould take its courſe; and 
this would have been univerſally aud perpe- 


tually the mournful fact had not the intro- 
duRion of a a ſubſtitute. revented. Mr, I. 
ſays, If Chriſt was jult, he was not conſi- 


« dered as a ſinner, and conſequently nota. IF 
« ſubſtitute for ſinners, with their fins trans- 
« ferred to him (s).“ Is not this very falla- 


cious reafoning? Could any one poſſibly 


ſuppoſe that becauſe I engaged to pay a debt 
for another perſon therefore I contracted that 


debt? It is contrary to common ſenſe ; 1 
or 


5 The word I»9 5 is rendered 105 the LXX Aule, 


and anſwers to our Lord's Ahl ranſom, Matt. xx. 28. 
And Paul's Au 1 Tim, ii. 6, tranſlated ranſom, 


is rather ſtronger ſtill—Fach is deſigned to convey the 
idea of ſubſtitution, o 10 price of redemption. 
9 of, doc, P» "oo a 
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FP (4) 
| for a correſponding reaſon, the idea of Mr, 
Fr I. is contrary to the ſcriptures. Transfer- 
ding guilt, indeed, brings the perſon, to whom 
it is transferred, under obligation to ſuffer 
for it, and to ſuffer whatſoever that guilt de- 
ſerved; but, om the very face of the argu- 
ment, proves him not to be the guilty per- 
ſon. The debtor and ſurety are always per- 
ſonally diſtin though legally one. If not 
two perſons, their legal relation could not 
enxiſt; and, if not legally one, the defign of 
their relation in law would be ſubverted. 
The Lord Jeſus Chriſt and his people being 
| one in law, in conſequence of being one in 
the covenant of grace, he had their fins im- 
. puted to him and died under the charge of 
their guilt, that he might pay the price of 
their redemption and pardon, according to 
the antient deſign of juſtice and grace. 


Here the whole Deity is known, 
„Nor dares a creature gueſs 
Which of the glories brighteſt ſhone, 
The juſtice or the grace. 45 


WarrTs, 


But Mr. I. further ſuggeſts that * guilt is 
not capable of being transferred from one 


, 


perſon to another '—By human law I do 
ä 8 * 


not. 
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not he how it can; but God may b | 
do that which is not only abſurd but impoſſi- 
ble with creatures; for as the heavens are 
higher than the earth, ſo are his ways higher 
than our ways, and his thoughts than our 
thoughts (t). This being the caſe, he may 
appoint what way ſoever his infinite wiſdom 
chuſes to magnify his la and manifeſt his 
grace in ſaving his people. This way is diſ- 
covered in the conſtitution, in the obedience, 
and in the croſs of Chriſt. The human na- 
ture of Chriſt was under no charge of guilt 
for itſelf—was under no obligation to regard 
the law as a covenant of works—but being 
in union with the Son of God, the Redeem- 
er of Iſrael had a right, or power to lay down 

his life, and power to take it again. He 
could not be ſubje& to the curſe of the law, 
or even to ſimple corporal death, but as the 
Surety of his people, and with a view to their 
redemption. Either therefore he ſuffered 
and died as a perſonal tranſgreſſor, or as a 
ſubſtitute for ſinners: There are but thefe 
two poſſible cauſes of the death of Chriſt ; for 
which reaſon Mr. I. would do well to ſurvey 4 
the ſubject again. It is ſo far * inconſiſtent 
* the divine character to pau the in- 
nocent, T 


| 00 Ii, 1. 9. „ 4 


(456) 

innocent (u),“ or one in all reſpedts confidet- 
ed as innocent, that I believe the great God 
would ſooner ceaſe to be than do it Ne- 
vertheleſs Chriſt was, perſonally conſidered, 
abſolutely and impeccably innocent; that is, 
he was not only perfectly free from ſin, but 
it was impoſſible for him to be otherwiſe 
* G none ever did, or can, ſuffer like 

Let all the world tell me. why, or give 
oy a ſcripture reaſon for it, if he \ was not a 
ſubſtitute for ſinners. 4 | 


: - of Tis guilt alone can uſtify bis 4 * 


nd here, before the ſubje& of TRY 
diſmiſſed, let one thought more be 
oufdered. Mr. I. ſays, That works, or 
the pious deeds of the faithful, are of ſome 
* importance towards their acceptance with 
% God and final juſtification, ſeems indeed 
plain by James, ii. 24. Ye ſee then how 
$f works a man 1s juſtified, and not. by 
« elch only (v). ” This is another inſtance 
8 of ee E 92 found alone; becauſe 
the 


as Gol. 8 p · 31. The j juſtice of God forbids 
his puniſhing innocence, though his ſovereignty would 


juſtify his annihilation of innocence; becauſe annihila- 


tion is no no 
Mos (v Ut * p. 32. . 


1 
5 


\ * 
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(46) 


the apoſtle is not ſpeaking of our juſtificati- 


religious character, or chriſtian profeſſion be- 
_— men; for the honorable ſupport of which 
woody ſhews the importance but abſo- 
ty of good works, or thoſe fruits 
which true grace produces. In this view, 
Abraham and Rahab are caſes in point, 
and ſpeak home to the queſtion; but to ſay 
that our acceptance with God is obtained 
even in part, by our pious deeds, is unſcrip- 
tural and abſurd. Paul obſerves that God 
has made his people accepted m the beloved— 
that they are complete in Chriſt (u): and 
e not in theniſelves, either in the 
whole or in part; for what is complete can- 
not be increaſed. For this reaſon, among 
g others, I conchude that the goſpel of Mr. I, 
is what Paul means by another goſpel (x), 
when he was about to defend the goſpel of 
Chriſt, And though we are ſaid to be juſti- 
fied by faith, yet faith is no more the cauſe, 


* before God, but of the —— of our 


or even the occaſton, of our juſtification in - 


the fight of God, than our eyes are the cauſe 
or occaſion of the light We cannot ſee the 
fan without ſight or our juſtification without 
faith; but both exiſt * from, and prior 

to, 


(aw) Eph. 3 6. . Col. ii. 10. | (is) Gal, I 6, To 
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4  Y 
to, the mediums through which we bebold 


them. With a view to illuſtrate this ſubje& 


allow me to enquire—1. Who'is it juſtifleth 


us? It is God that juftifieth (3 
is God's juſtifying us? It is that at of his 
Will in which he accounts or eſteems us righ- 
teous as having a perfect righteouſneſs; 
Without a perlect righteouſneſs we cannot 


be juſtified in his fight; except we impeach 


his holineſs, juſtice or truth. This att of 


. will muſt neceffarily be eternal, as all his vo- 
litions are; and therefore cannot be reverſed. 


It is a gracious at; becauſe, though perfect 
ri ighteouſneſs is the objekt, yet it is not the 
cauſe of it. And it is alſo an at or nes s 
becauſe it is founded on perfect obedience 
to his law—g. But where hall we find this 


perfect righteouſneſs? It is in Chriſt. He 


is the Lord our righteouſneſs; and, in him. 


is received by faith ; but it is made ours 


a gracious and juſt act of the divine will im- 
puting it to us; according to the plain rea- 
ſoning of an inſpired apoſtle; David defcri- 


| beth the blefſedneſs of the man unto whom 


God imputeth righteouſneſs without works. 


6 | By 
(5 Rom. viii. 33. () Jer. xxiii. 6. Iſai. xlv. 25. 


2. What 


are all the ſeed of Iſrael juſtified (24. And 
how came this righteouſneſs. to be ours? by : 
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ring of guilt d 
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r By the obedience of one ſhall many. be 


made, or conſtituted righteous. But of him 


are ye in Chriſt Jeſus, | 
unto us righteouſneſs. That we might be 


made the righteouſneſs of God in him (a). 


What the ſaints of God will be, in his eſteem, 
in final glory, that they are now, and that 
they ever have been; for, with him, there is 
no hereafter nor 
on in the aRQts of his will, nor in the cauſe of 
them. For this reaſon © the works and pi- 


ous deeds of the faithful, though to be re- 


garded for neceſſary uſes (b), can have no 


importance towards their acceptance with 
« God, or their final juſtification "—and, to 
poſe they have, is derogatory to the goſ- 


Ju 
pel, inconfiſtent with the law, and highly 


diſhonorable to the character, of the great 
and bleſſed God. Here the doctrine of im- 
putation ſtands jo as before The transfer. 


not make Chriſt Iy a 
e che 


ſinner; nor does the transferrin 


dience make his people perſonally righteous, - 


He ſuffered all that pumſhment which their 


ſins deſerved; and they agg or that honor 


come entitled 
i j 1 
1a Rom. iv. 6—-v. 19. I Cor. i. 30. 2 Cor. v. 21, 


and felicity to which they 


who of God is made 


+ There is no ſucceſſi- 


the 05 of faith, mentioned by the 
ames 


dy his perfe& obedience. He neither obey 


tification appear to originate in the ſame 
ſource, the ſovereign will and pleaſure of 


God; to be obtained by the ſame cauſe, the 


obedience and death of Chriſt; to be con- 


firmed by the ſame charakter, a juſt and 


racious Lawgiver; and to be conferred on 


* 


Art tent | | inf! \ 
The neceſſity of ſatisfaQtion, as the ground 
of pardon, ought alſo to be well con dered. 


1 did ſay, that ſatisfaction is neceſſary for the 


encouragement of the praying ſinner ; nor 


ſhall I be convinced that this is making 
* that neceſſary which God hath not made 


« ſo (c), till Mr. I. attempts to prove that 
the apoſtle 

d), ſuperſedes the atonement of Chriſt. 
he neceſſity of ſatisfadtion originates, not 


inthe divine will, but in the divine nature. 


It appears to me, from Jehovah's conduct in 


this affair, that to have pardoned ſinners 


without a ſacrifice, would have been a re- 


proach to his character; for, without ſned- 
ding of blood there is no remiſſion (e). The 


Ruler 


| le) Goſ. doc. p. 16. a Ve 15. (e) Heb. ix. 22. 


ed or ſuffered for himſelf. + Pardon and juſs 


he ſame perſons, the church of the firſt-born. 
whoſe names are written in heaven. 
WI RK Ss 8 > Ws. y * NE * 


(5) 

Ruler of the world would have been a a8 3 jult 
to his character, as Ruler, in — = 
creature from obedience to his law, as in par- 
doning the ſinner without ſatisfattion to it; 
becaule, if it be right and neceſſary in God 
to demand perfect obedience of the creature, 
it muſt be * = lo to OA the ems 
ed penalty on the ſinner. 


By the character of God 1 I mean a mani- 
feſtation of all his perfections; and from them 
I argue the neceſſity of ſatisfaction in order 

to the pardon of ſin. Whatever perfection 
the Lord poſſeſſes is eſſential to him; and 
cannot be l. ſeparated from him even in idea. 
Nor can he love one perfection, ſo to ſpeak; 
leſs than another; the ſuppoſition of ſuch . 
condutt is abſurd. Nor can he manifeſt one 
perfeRion more than another; this would diſ- 
cover partiality to his own N and 
prove him imperfe&; which is impoſſible. 


"Sc I conclude that the 2 -doftrine 


of free grace in forgiving finners, not as 
maintained by Mr. I. but as revealed in the 
word of truth, is as much a diſplay of his ho- 
lineſs, juſtice and truth, as of his mercy and 

_ compaſſion, I will therefore name ſome * 0 
ticulars in evidence. 


„ * 
.” The holineſs of God is his beauty and Hef. 
{edneſs for ever: Infinite holineſs and hap- 


jineſs are —— and — fer 2 
e. As holy, he natural] all poſ- 


5 able order and harmony 11 Low volitions of 


his will, and the proceedings of his power. 
As As holy, he neceſſarily loves himſelf and his 
wherever poſſeſſed by his creatures; 
| 1 oly, he neceſſarily diſapproves of fin; 
and therefore cannot poſſibly conniye at it. 
This difapprobation is eſſential to him; and 
conſequently eternal. On this account the 
ſinner, conſidered as ſuch, and becauſe he is 
2 ſinner, if not intereſted in pardoning and 
purifying grace, can never be happy in the 
preſence of God. His law is a tranſeript of 
his holy nature; and therefore he as neceſ- 
farily loves his law as himſelf. This law was 
never loved and obeyed, ſo as to be perfeRly 
lorified, but by our Lord'Jeſus Chriſt. By 
the mouth of David he ſays, I delight to do 
5 — — O my God: yea, thy law 3 is within 
72 * Fhis love the Savior expref- 
foi he elt obedience to it, that God might 
not be diſhonored in glorifying his le, 
For the accompliſhing of this deſi "alſo it | 
Was CY that our High-prieſt Fold be be 
.H holy, 

0) Pfal. xl. 8. 
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neſs of creatures cannot augment it. For 
ever quaint it may appear to Mr. I. (3) 


his felicity or ſatisfaction may be increaſed, 
he muſt of courſe be a finite being, ſeeing 
he is in meaſure dependent on his creatures. 


the exerciſe of his grace by thẽem. And this, 
in other words, is only his being pleaſed with 
his own work; as it leads the creature to o- 
bedience and ſubjeQtion to his revealed will. 


worthy of notice, by ſaying nothing about 


in that light; or elſe we may plead even 


U 


(g) Goſ. doc. p. 27. 


holy, harmleſs and ſeparate from ſinners. 
Mr. 1. paſſes this divine perfeQion in total 

ſilence; without offering any reaſon for it. 
The happineſs of God likewiſe is eſſential to 
him; and therefore it is neceſſarily perfeft WM 
and underived. The obedience and happi- 


can not but be abſolutely true; becauſe, if . 


All the pleaſure an infinitely holy God can 
poſſibly have in his creatures is this—his ap- 
probation of his image impreſſed on them, and 


+ The texts of ſcripture which I produced to 
prove my idea, Mr. I. ſeems to treat as un- 


them. If Mr. I. conſiders the Bible as a 
conſiſtent book, which it moſt certainly is, 5 1 
ſome care ſhould be taken to underſtand it 
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(58) 


ſcripture to our final diſappointment. All 
the joy that is in heaven, over a repenting 
ſinner, ariſes entirely from his being made a 
partaker of the grace of God according to 


eternal purpoſe; which is both the gift and 
work of Jehovah. And, our keeping his 


commandments, and doing that which is 


_ pleaſing in his fight, is alone the effect of his 


working in us both to will and do of his good 


pleaſure. Hence it is that God is ſaid, to 


— 


loveth 


emplified. The 


work in us that which is well pleaſing in his 
ſight through Chriſt Jeſus (). If Mr. 1. 
| will ſhew me how the holineſs of God's na- 
ture and law can conſiſt with the 
fin without the vicarious obedience and death 


pardon of 
of Chriſt ; aud how the bleſſedneſs of God 


cen be at all affected by any thing his crea- 


tures be, do, or ſuffer; I hereby promiſe due 
attention to it becauſe I feel an averſion to 


duhat diſpute which is only about the ſound 


of words. 


by Mr. I. does not appear friendly to this 
divine perfection; but the righteous Lord 

ighteouſneſs, and his goſpel ſhews us 
7 ES + Vas . 


* 


Io 5) . Heb. xiii, 21. i 


N 


how 


= 


5 Juſtice in God may be called holineſs ex- 
goſpel doctrine maintained 


cannot paſs 


| (97. - 
how it is exalted in —_ fitmers. 
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poſes che finner to its penalty; and 
Ire while juſtice guards his home, fin 
ſs unpuniſhed ; or the ſinner be for- 
given without ſatisfadtion. God is the fame 
amiable being when he inflits puniſhment 
for fin, as when he ons it; becauſe no 
act of his will or his power can ſhade the 
beauty of his glorious character. What he 
nece larily hates, he neceſſarily wills to pun- 


imm. He hates nothing but ſin; and this 


muſt be infinitely odious in his fight; both 
as a violation of his law and an oppofition to 
his natute—for this reaſon he neceſſarily 
wills to puniſh it, and cannot but do it. Henee 
follows the inevitable eternal . of 
thoſe who are not intereſted in his mw 
grate by the atonement of Chrift. 
not God to will the puniſſtment of fin, i muſt 
be either becauſe he loves it, or becauſe he 
has not power to puniſh it, or becauſe ſuch 
puniſhment would be unjuſt, Neither of 


which can be true. All he has purpoſed 


concerning his creatures, all he hath ſaid io 
them, and all he has done, or will eventually 
do, with them; is abſolutely good and juſt— 
or good becauſe Just. For juſtice and good- 


a, 


1 


nee in this inſtance; mean the ſume. This 
perfection he naturally loves; for it is eſſen 
tial to him. Nor can he diſpenſe with its 
manifeſtation in the beftowment of his gra- 
cious gifts to ſinners, without giving up, fo 
far, the love of himſelf: this would be an im- 
perfeRtion, and therefore impoſſible. He is 
not unrighteous in taking vengeance ; and he 
is juſt in forgiving fin. He is a juft God, 
and yet a Savior. In & word, he is righte- 
ous In all his ways, and holy in all his works; 
The juſtice of God, as am offended Lawgi- 
yer, has been ſhewn in a multitude of inſtan« 
ces; but never in ſuch ſtriking point 
light wy 5 5 I call the - 
feri riſt the hi le — — 
| fon of the jealouſy of Cod — 
of his nature and bis law; of the moſt — 
niſhing ſeene of unrighteous torture that 
could ever be endured. Let Mr. I. take 
that fide of the ſubject which may be judg- 
ed moſt worthy of God, and moſt conſiſtent 
with his word. Though the juſtiee of God 
renders it abſolutely neceſſary for him to 
puniſh ſin; yet, on proper eonſiderations, it is 
not repugnant to juſtice to ſpare the ſinner. 
Vea rather, if another ſuffer for him, it is 


an n aft of juſtice to 87 him; becauſe; if 
| the 
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dhe ler be fulfilled, juſtice is glorified in g 


penſing pardon. Thou waſt a God who for- 
gaveſt them, though thou tookeſt vengeance 
on their inventions (i). In my idea this mat- 
ter is clearly and expreſsly ſettled for us in 


the following words. Being juſtified freely. . 


by his grace, through the redemption that 18 
in Jeſus Chriſt ; whom God hath ſet forth to 


be a propitiation, through faith in his blood, 


to declare his righteouſneſs for the remiſſion 
of ſins that are paſt, through the forbearance 


of God; to declare, I ſay, at this time his 
righteouſneſs: that he might be juſt, and the 
juſtifier of him who believeth in Jeſus (J). 
This paſſage evidently ſhews us that the grand 


deſign-of God in ſetting forth Chriſt was, to 


declare or demonſtrate (I) his righteouſneſs. 


in forgiving the ſins, and juſtifying the per- 


cauſe this witneſs is ſo peremptory in his e- 
vidence, Mr. I. oppoſes, and intimates the 
text is © miſtranſlated (m). Wherein does 
this appear? Why truly our tranſlators have 
ſo ſtrangely forgotten themſelves as to ren- 


der the greek adjective (n) juſt inſtead of righ- 
teous. A very capital blunder indeed! What 
+> Lane e Ons ">. at 


* 
4 " — 
. 


(i) Pal. xcix. 8. (Ii) Rom. iii. 24—6. 


4 


(1) Eig Eve, n) Goſ. doc. p. 30. .(n) ArxyaiGv. - 


(ons, of thoſe who believe in Jeſus. But, be- 
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ER. 
evil conſequences may not enſue? And can 


Mr. I. prove that there is any eſſential dif- 
righteouſneſs. 


ference between the juſtice 


x 
, 


of the divine nature and condutt? If fo, 


let it be done—If not, ſuch an uſeleſs re- 


mark had better been avoided. - We cheer- 


« dertaking of Chriſt and its operation, into 


the mercy, love and grace of God but 


was his undertaking ever deſigned to declare 
or demonſtrate theſe perfections, as the text 


before us aſſerts reſpecting the righteouſneſs 
of God? Nor is there any reaſon why it 


ſhould—for, that God is gracious and mer- 
ciful, ſeems no difficulty with mankind; the 


e. queſtion is, Can God be juſt and yet 


fully agree with Mr. I. to reſolve © the un- 


orgive tranſgreſſors? Yes, he can; and 


this ſcripture declares that it is manifeſted in 


the propitiation of Jeſus Chriſt ; and experi- 
enced in the finner's boſom through faith-in 
his blood. If Mr. I. can ſeparate the idea 


of © punitive juſtice” from the propitiation 
of Chriſt ; it will be kind to lay it before us. 
That God is no reſpetter of perſons,” and 
that his conduct is equitable and righte- 
d ous,” I freely grant but can Mr. I. ſay 
* what method that is which God hath ta- 
ken to pardon and juſtify jew and . 
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(488). 
for this. is . the meaning of the text in and, 
beſides ſetting forth Chrilt as the: ropitiation 


to declare his ri r apa» np 
ce to 


bleſſings? If he can, he ought in 


the truth of God to do it—lf not, This Nur | 


ciſm will prove of no ayail to him. 
fin have been forgiven, and the ungodly Ju: 
tified, without regard had to the holineſs 
juſtice of the Moſt High, the obedience — 
death of: Chriſt muſt haye 
cauſe and without deſign ; for, if righteouſ- 


neſs come by "wy 1 "then Chriſt is e 0 


in vain, 


Truth i is as — a Hs perfeftion os. 


the preceeding. He is a God of truth, and 


without iniquity, juſt and right is he; Tth 
is oppoſed to all error and falſhood. As-ſuch 
it: is an effential perfection in Deity, In his 
Infinite will and: — has eternally 
exiſted the whole idea, and N its parts, of 


magnifying his juſtice in the condemnation 


of ſome, and of lorifying his grace and juſtice 
in the ſalvation of other ſinners. 
ble variation from this original can occur, - 
either as to perſons or things. To deny this 
is to make 


quence, to deny his & exiſtence, For an im- 


eity imperfe& ; and, by conſe- 
perfeR 


been without a 


No poſſi- 


— 


15 


erfett eternal Being is a eontradiftian} 
he Bible is a tranſcript, or letters patent; 
X this great Original; and therefore per- 
- fealy "correſponds with it. Hence our 
+ Lord ſays, Thy word is truth (0). The truth 
of God, in his righteous threatening againſt. 
fin, has never been, nor ever will be, ſo 
fulfilled, as in the croſs of Chriſt—Nor can 
it be ſaid, trial ſpeaking, to be fulfilled, 
or fully endured, till the ſubject of it be 
- gloriouſly delivered from all its effect. 
This we now behold exemplified in the per- 
SF ſon of Chriſt, and all ſee it eternally.re- 
alized in all the redeemed ; but, in no o- 
m_ hers, while the Lord liveth. ' 


| The love of God alſo ani to. ag con- 

SS fidered by us. Love muſt have an obj 

Cod neceſſarily loves himſelf, and al the . 

* works of his hands, as ſuch; both becauſe 

_:.:* they are. the produQtions of his will, and 

* becauſe they bear the impreſs of his glory. 

But he cannot love fin; becauſe it is a de- 
fett, or a departure from reftude, and, as 
ſuch, not lovely ;- and becauſe it is an 

- poſition to his nature, and therefore i 


= wg hateful to him. To love ſia in the 
lm . John, with 19 
Ty | 


res a, 4 — tae „ e . % e e ED 
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poſſible for the whole world to produce 
a proof of God's loving his own charafterin Wi 
pardoning ſin, if Chriſt did not ſuffer and 

die as the ſubſtitute for fimners?—2. Does 
 difcover love to the Lord Jeſus Chriſt 
to put his ſoul to grief and make him an 


. 


( bo * 11 


&eft-ſenſe, would argue an imperfeftion n 


God; and in the laſt, a contradiction. Here 


oſe three things 


offering for fin, if it eould have been for- 


given without his ſufferings and death ?— 


3. Could any other ftep in divine conduct 


| have ſo 'gloriouſly atteſted God's love to 


his people, as appointing the Lord Jeſus 


Chriſt to be their Redeemer? Let Mr. I. 


conſider maturely, and anſwer explicitly. 


muſt be immutable; the contrary wou 


fuppoſe a change in God, which is impoſſi- 
- ble. „ can neither be au 
diminiſhed ; 
tive—for, it is the love of God, Moreover, 


ented or 


ſhed ; nor its deſigns rendered abor- 


' Grate, as a divine perfection, is as eter- 
nal and unchangeable as his nature, This, 
in a peculiar 'att or manifeſtation of love. 
Grace, in my idea of it here, is a determi- 
ion of the divine will to glorify himſelf 
| g | 5 * 
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Love, as an effential perfection in Deity; 
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p ( 61) | 


in a certain number of intelli 


ligent creatures, 
by raifing them to a ſtate of honor and hap- 
pineſs that exceeds the utmoſt experience 
of created excellence. A creature could 
no more deſerve a ſtate of glory ſuperior to 
creation, than it could deſerve exiftence be- 
fore creation. For though there may be a 
greater remove in idea, and in fact, from 
non=exilſtence to a ſtate of being, than there 
is from one ſtate of being to another ; yet 
both are equally the reſult of the divine 
_ will and the effe of the divine arm: for. 
 F no creature can change its ſtate of being, 
any more than produce its firſt being. A 
date of creation I call ſimply 
his will; but all above that, or all that is 
added to it, I call the effect of his gracious 
will. And I judge of the extent of t * 
cious att of his will by the ultimation of it; 
and to this the Savior refers when he ſays; 
Father, 1 will that they alſo whom thou 
E — (REY with me — — _ 
. t e my whict thou h 
1 —— ( #)—This er- of grace leads me 
do believe, that God's choice of his people 
in Chriſt is an eternal uncauſed act of his 
will, that the glory _ enjoy with __— 
BC OT 


(3) John, xvii. 24. 


the effect of 
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the. performance of that ad of wilt; and 
that the whole is neceſſarily and eternally 


is not deſerved cannot be demanded 
debt; and what is not due may be withhe 
or beſtowed as the donor chuſes. 


who are not the objetts of this favor have N 


no juſt ground of comp 
are not injured of their ri 
their ſtate is not affected 
The objets of this g 


laint; becauſe — 
and becauſe 
by that of others. 


with him, But more about grace hereafter, 


| — + a divine attribute; is as eſſenti⸗ 
al to , and its exerciſe as eternal and 
immutable, as love or grace. Gracious is 


the Lord, and righteous: yea, our God is 


merciful, Mercy is grace continued to the 
ſame objects, though under a different con- 


ing the ſupervention of ſin, Sin made n 


change in their moral .circumſtances, but 


not in their covenant relation. It is miſe- 
ry that renders a perſon an objett of mer- 
cy; and therefore, apart from the introduc- 

Ne £7 tion 


by 


racious will are deſcri. 
| bed by the text, given to Chriſt and finally 


ſideration. Love reſpe&s thoſe whom it 
choſe in Chriſt to eternal glory; and mer- 
Cy is grace continued to them notwithſtand- 


- \\ 
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Bon of fin, mercy would have had no ab. 
jedi; or there would have been no oppor- 
tunity for its manifeſtation but ſin is not 
ſuffered to prevent their final felicity ; he- 
cauſe mercy appears in their behalf in ap- 
pointing Cl riſt, their covenant Head, to 
ecome their Redeemer in the fulneſs of 
time. Hence Paul obſerves that, God 
makes known the riches of his glory on 
the veſſels of mercy, which he had afore 
dm ymori unto glory. And again, notwith- 
nding their wretched _— and rebel. 
lion, he obſerves that God, who is rich in - 
mercy, for his great love wherewith he lov- 
ed us, even wen we were uy in 60 hath 
quickened us together with Chriſt (). 


Mi ſdlom is a divine perfection too; and, 
like the reſt already named, its exerciſe 
muſt be eternal and perfect. The goſpel 
maintained by Mr. I. affords not a ſingle 
ray of light by which to behold this glori- 
ous perfection; but the fie of Chriſt diſ- 


plays it with meridian ſplendor, In forgi- 

Ving fin, it is ſafe to ſay, that God could 
not diſcover one perfeQion and conceal a- 

Nother. Holineſs, juſtice and truth are his 


$5; 0 7 Rom. ix. 23. Eph. ii. 4, Fo 
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67 2 
perfeRions, as really as mercy, love ang 
— can any add of his, will or His 
power be partial to either. Why? His 
wiſdom forbids it. Wiſdom is that per- 
fection in God in the exerciſe of which he wa 
_ oſes an end altogether worthy of him. * 
_ felf;” and appoints ſuch means as ſhall in». 
fallibly ſecure the end deſigned. The glo- 
ry of the character of God ii dearer to him, 
is more important in itſelf, and is more 
highly eſteemed by thoſe who know him 
beſt; than the complete felicity of the whole 
creation, It ſtrikes me as a more ſinful - 
detraQtion from his 1 f f and greatneſs, 
to ſuppoſe him capable of ſhading one per-. 
fection to diſplay another, than it is to de. 
ny his exiſtence—becauſe, though by ſo 
doing we allow him to exiſt, yet, we con- 
ider him, in that inſtance, as imperfect in 
being partial to himſelf—the idea of which. 
is abſurd, and the fat impoſſible. If his 
wiſdom be not equal to a full diſplay of 


himſelf in ſaving his people, we may free-- 
ly conclude that it is not a perfection in hie: 
nature. Here let me aſk a queſtion—How. KA 
could holineſs, by which he neceffarily han- 
teth fin; and how could juſtice, by which. 
he is neceſſarly bound in honor to his cha- 
F | > rater | 4 
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rafter to puniſh it; I ſay, how cou {6 


h id theſt 
harmonize with grace and mercy in p 
doning fin and ſaving ſinners? A queſti 
this which enters eſſentially into our pre- 
ſent buſineſs; but, a queſtion, which neither 
Mr. I. nor any who think with him, will 
be able to anſwer to all eternity—Dr, 
Young juſtly obſerves, 


ſet at odds Heay'n's jarring attributes ; 
And, with one excellence, another wound; 
Maim Heay'n's perfection, break its equal * 
r | 3 1 
I Bid mercy triumph over God himſelf, 
14 Ex, Undeified by their opprobrious praiſe: 
7 A God All mercy, is a God unjuſt, 


' 7 


But the word of truth returns a reply ſo 
explicit to the queſtion propoſed, that one 
would imagine every man with a Bible 

in his hand muft underſtand it; unleſs he 
choſe to be ignorant. For it became him, 
for whom are all things, and by whom are 
all things, in bringing many ſons unto glo- 
ry, to make the Captain of their ſalvation 
perfect through ſufferings (r). God does 
nothing but what becomes him—and what 
e | becomes 

ix) Heb, ii. 10. 


—— — — ſ— 


becomes ths: infinite charac wiſdom A. 
rects. It was therefore neceſſary for wik. - 
ye to exhibit her power and beauty in mak- 
ing the Captain of our ſalvation | pry, 
gh —— If we conſult the ert 5 
concerning God's eternal purpoſe in Chriſt -- 
to glori > tage church, he calls it, The mant- 
fold wiſdom of God (s). When he ſpeaks * 
the redemption and forgiveneſs of ſins which 
the , choſen have in the blood of Chriſt; ac- 
cording to the riches of his grace, he ſays 
in God abounded towards them in AI | 
wiſdom. and prudence * And when he re- 4 
fers to the Crs of Chriſt crucified, and 
to the 1 . which God hath freely given 1 
his people in him, he ſcruples not to affert - } 
1 it is, The w iſdom of of God in a myſtery, even 
the hidden wiſe 2 God ordained before 4 i q 
the world unto our glory (u). This perfeftion 
ol wiſdom ſhews me that, though juſtice and 
Judgement are the habitation of his Rode 


yet mercy and truth go before his face — 
[ahi 


- 


00 Eph, iii. 10. 15 E. TY 8. TFT. 

(2) 1 Cor. ii. 7. 1 hope to be forgiven for uſing 
the word -y/fery in the preſence of Mr. I. becauſe | 3 
find it in one of my favorite authors. Paul was 9d 4 1 
good, learned, honeſt, though perſecuted man — and 
therefore I as much reſpeRt fi as Mr. I. does his fa- - n 
yorite Emlyn, — 


— 
= 
* 


. 
at 
v 
* 
* 


from the intrinfic excellence of his pe 


that merey and truth are met together ; and 


Unt righteouſneſs and peace have Kiſſed 
_ each other (v). In the mediation of Chriſt, 
rſon, 


obedience and croſs, I ſee how all the per- 
feltions of Deity unite in ſaving the choſen 
of God, though in theraſelves the chief of 
ſinners; and that the whole plan takes its riſe 
oh the infinite, unfruſtrable wiſdom of God, 


Thoug ib theſe. perfeRtions are here conſir 
 dered diſtinAly 7. * by creatures it is im- 
ſible it ſhould be otherwiſe ; yet, in the 
ivine nature, they are ſo together and at 
once, that they cannot be divided. As God 
is neceffarily an eternal, unchangeable Being, 
muſt all the-aQs of his will be likewiſe ; 
- becauſe a temporal, or new att of will, would 
argue imperfettion and mutability ; ; which, 
with him, is abſolutely impoſſible. Hence 
it may be inferred, that all the manifeſtations 
of himſelf in time, are only ſo many diſco? 
veries and confirmations of his eternal deligns 

„ for 


2 30 M6 low 10— ix. A friend of mine, 
5 — 78 I. s => 26.4 made this re- 

uk, This ing performance 1 an attempt to 
4 neither more or leſs than this; that is, that 
. mercy and peace billed righteouſneſs and truth, i in- 
& ſtead of 4; * em. W 


| 24 
* 
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(6) 


for his own glory. In this view, time and 
eternity correſpond infallibly with each other. 
If we wiſh to think honorably of God, while 
we deſire an intereſt in his forgiving grace; 
this ſketch of the divine character will ſhew 
us the neceſſity of the ſatisfaction of Chriſt ; 
as well for the defence of his holineſs and 
quſtice, as for the diſplay of his mercy and 
grace, As far as our ideas of revealed truth 


agree or diſagree with the glorious perfeQi- 


ons of God, fo far they are right or wrong, 
and. therefore to be approved or rejected; 

becauſe, God cannot reveal any thing in his 1 

word which is diſhonorable to himſelf. 


v. The preceeding part of theſe EA 
has been employed to prove the truth and 
the neceſſity of the ſatisfaction of Chriſt ; the 


enſuing part is deſigned to ſhew that, never- 


theleſs, the pardon of fin is an att of free 


grace. And here it may not be improper _ 
to conſider ſome of the remarks made by 
Mr. I. on the ſubject. 8 RE 


00 By free grace he means the undeſerved 
favor of God (w).” In this we cordially a- 
gree ; becauſe the higheſt creature can do 

nothing 


(aw) Gol. "TO P.. 3. 


TSF 
nothing to deſerve his favor; and becauſe, if 
deſerved; it would not be conferred by free 
grace. The diſtinction between r 

grace is very neceſſary, and very obvious 
may we never forget it. Grace, in this juſt 

view of it, totally excludes all preceeding, 
preſent, or ſubſequent qualifications and con- 
ditions in the ſubje& of it for ever. But 
Mr. I., ſays that this undeſerved favor of 


i- God is © offered to men by Jeſus Chriſt. 
„ This © term” is not only * unſcripturalꝰ but 
9 antiſcriptural; and ſo is * the idea conveyed 
s by it.” I read that God gave his people 


grace in Chriſt before the world began that 
he gives them grace in time —and that eter- 


nal life through Jeſus Chriſt our Lord is the 

A 11 of God (x)—but I no where read of theſe 
| bleſlings being offered to them. To, offer, 
5 and to give, are ſo diſtinct, they ought never 
| to be blended; becauſe they cannot mean 


the ſame thing. What is given, is given not 
only with a view to being poſſeſſed, but ſe- 
| cures the poſſeſſion ; but what is offered may, 
or may not, be poſſeſſed; juſt as it happens 
—And, is it then uncertain with God, whe- 
. ther men will, or will not, enjoy his GIFT 
* . of 


(x) 2 Tim. i. 9. Rom. xv. 1 5 vi. 23. 


@f eternal life by Jeſus Sid ca L? 
Let Mr. I. anſwer freely for himſel. 
and gentiles on the ſame terms ( 5.4 4 

would only aſk, Is a free gift to be pu 
ſed? If not, why talk of terms? Why 
ſhould ſuch diſcordant Janguage be uſed on 


of 
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a plain ſubject? If terms mult be intrody- 2 


ced, I would obſerve, we both agree in ſay- | 
ing, that God pardons jew and gentile ag- 
cording to his free grace, Again, 


Mir. I. points out the returning penitent 
as the ſubjett of free forgiveneſs. Here al- 
ſo we agree; for the true penitent is the on- 
ly man in the world who is a partaker of 
| * grace which is connefted with eternal 
lory. But, the queſtion is, How came he to 
e forgiven ? Did his former ſins deſerve 
it? No, Does his preſent repentance de- 
ſerve it? No. For this would be mak ing 
one free favor the cauſe of another; which 
would be abſurd, and therefore cannot be 
admitted. If we look at repentance in the 
| glaſs of the law, we ſee it accompanied with 
à conviftion of deſerved puniſhment, but 
14 8 leaves 


| (3) | Gof. doc. p· 30. 


K 


* 
$& 
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leaves the ſinner in deſpair. If we exa 


it in the light of the goſpel, we find it flow- 


| 


ing from the ſame munificent hand and com- 


heart with pardon itſelf (z]; and 


i conſequently forgiveneſs cannot be the effet᷑t 


of repentance. Moreover, according to Mr. 


repentance is not the reaſon why the pe- 
nitent is pardoned; becauſe he ſays forgive- 


; neſs is of free grace. If there be therefore 
any deſervedneſs in the penitent, as a peni- 


tent, or in any other view, his pardon is not 
of free grace; becauſe free grace means the 


undeſerved favor of God. But, to put this 


matter out of doubt, let it be obſerved, that 
the children of God were bleſſed with ALL 
ſpiritual bleſſings in Chriſt, repentance and 
pardon among the reſt, according as they 
were choſen in him before the foundation of 
the world (a). This being the caſe, repent- 


_ ance is as antient and free a bleſſing as for- 


giveneſs of fin, and deſigned for the ſame 


perſons; and, both being eternal in the will 
of God, the one cannot be the cauſe or con- 
dition of the other: becauſe nothing out of 

| God can be the reaſon of the volitions of 
his will; and becauſe the effect cannot exiſt 
prior to its cauſe. For of him, and 


through 
| him, 
(z) Acts, v. 31. (a) Eph. i. 3, 4. 


(72) 


wum, and t him are all things: to whom be 


glory for ever. Amen (): hk 
Mr. I. ſeems very willing to bring down. _ 
the Moſt High to a human ſtandard—at leaſt 
his doctrine amounts to that. idea. Man 
to forgive the offences of his fellow- creatures 
without a recompence ; and therefore the in- 
finite Lawgiver of heaven and earth is to for- 
give his rebellious creatures without a recom - 
nce to his law, or elſe his forgiving them 
is not an att of free grace. This, I think, is 
the chief deſign of that goſpel doQrine which 
Mr. I. wiſhes to maintain. But, is this an 
honeſt ſtatement of the ſubject? Or acting 
the part of a fair diſputant? For, in order 
to have come to his concluſion with honor, 
ſhould not Mr. I. have produced evidence 
to prove that the laws violated and the ob- 
jetts offended, in each caſe, were preciſely 
and univerſally parallel? Then he would 
have reaſoned like a man—but now he only 
begs the queſtion, and ſuppoſes what he 
ought to have eſtabliſhed. Every one ſees 
that there is a material difference between 
offending a fellow-ſubje& in a ſtate, and in- 
ſulting the perſon of majeſty in 2 8 
F | ne 


_ 
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EN 
but there is an infinitely greater difference 
ſtill between an act of treaſon againſt the 
igheſt earthly prince, and an att of fin a- 
zainſt the great immortal God. And, there- 
re, While this difference remains, the idea 
of Mr. I. muſt be diſhonorable to God and 


* 


dangerous to his own foul. Let him well 
conſider what is ſaid above on the law of 
God, the evil of fin, and the glory of the di- 


vine character. Beſides, there is a difference 
between offences committed againſt fellow- 


ſabjeQs, which ſeems to have been forgotten. 
Were a man to rob him of his property and 


endanger his life, or either of theſe; though 


he might freely forgive the man in his heart, 


ret I {ſuppoſe he would not hinder the law 
m demanding the recompence in that caſe 


 provided—Or, if he did, he would not be 


eemed a friend to the laws of his country. 
Upon the whole therefore I conclude, that 
there can be no juſt argument formed from 
creatures, or from chriſtians, offending and 


: —"—_ each other, to our ſinning againſt 


God and his forgiving us; and, for this rea- 


ſon, I would wiſh Mr. I. the next time he 
publiſhes on this ſubje&, not to confound 
things which differ, nor to aim at drawing 
_ concluſions till he has tried and proved his 

| „ wr IL premiſes; 


n 75 


| premiſes; left rep 000 h6uld fall on MU 2 
well as the — he attempts to deen 


| With the author of Thoughts, Mr. 1. 
ends that, if ſatisfaQion be given to 
w of God, then forgiveneſs is © a dels (c 
and not an at of free grace. To the Lord 
eſus Chriſt tis a * or, in other words, 
has a juſt and legal claim on the wy 2 
Lawgiver for the life of all his rn | 
cauſe he has magnified the law, ts re- 
quirements, in their nature and fiend. Ha- 
ving borne the curſe of the law for them 5 
are exempted, or acquitted, from bearing it 
themſelves, as an 48 of juſtice to him; or, 
as a debt due to him from the righteous Le- 
giſlator. It would be unjuſt to inflia the 
curſe on the ſurety and the ſinner too. He 
has, properly ſpeaking, merited their pardon, 
or acquittal from puniſhment ; ſuſtaining. 
in his own, perſon the puniſhment due wo 
their tranſgr reſins |Hende God is ſaid to 
in forgiving the fins of his people - 
| * br — reaſon, Chriſt is cal- 
led the Author, or meritorious cauſe, of ſal- 
vation to all that obey him (a). Ves, and 
by his on Nod. he hath obtained d for them 
eternal 


2 Goſ. doe. p. 12. (4) 1 John, i. 9. Heb. v. 9. 


prion which 
inly inclu iT not chiefly intends, the 
forgiveneſs of all their fins. However, 1 do 
not call it a debt o u. for, though fatisfac- 
tion was made for us, yet not by us. The 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt being the procuring cauſe 
of our pardon, to us it i5.@ free giſt. We 
have neither done, nor can do, any thing to 
. To us it is, os hal intents and 


| i 5 \ 


| Yet, Rill it may be a difficulty with Mr. I. 
the forgiveneſs of ſin can be of grace, if 
i vas obtained by the ſatisfaQtion of Chriſt— 
for the purpoſe of removing the difficulty 
therefore I would wiſh him to conſider a 
* ſtale” but good rule of ſound reaſon 
namely, The cauſe of a cauſe, is the cauſe 
ol that which i is cauſed. For inſtance, the 
death of Chriſt is the deſerving, or meritori- 
dus cauſe of our forgiveneſs, but the eter- 
nal good will, or grace of God is the cauſe 
of his being ſo; becauſe the Savior: him- 
ſelf is the gift of grace to his church. 
Sod ſ% loved the world, as to give bis 
only begotten Son— God loved us, and 
| fot ** Son to 15 11 e for 


k I P 


bur fins (e). we bs” as ſinners, bound 
to endure the penalty of che 4 it s 


8 appointed a Surety Who was ual —4 

the important deſign; and hence i 
Chriſt, or for his ſake, hath freely forgi _ Fs, 
us. And elſewhere, having a clear view . 
of the harmony of grace, and the croſs of 
Chriſt, the- adde boldly. aſſerts, 1 do not 


| fruſtrate the grace of God: for if righteous: | 
neſs come by the law, then Chriſt is dead 
in vain (F). By which words we are ei- 
dently taught 4 the vicarious death f 
Chrift, is ſo far from oppoſing, that it illuſ. 
trates the grace of God to his people. It . 


was eternal grace and wiſdom that provi. - 
ded the perſon of Chriſt as à ſacrifice for | 
fin; and it was e ſame wiſdom and g 
which determined his death to be the pro- 
curing cauſe of forgiveneſs, becauſe of — "Io 
perſonal excellence and ſuitability. Though 
5 end 1 atonement; 
Chriſt origi in ſovereign grace, yet 
his fitneſs for anſwering that. ok canhited 
in his perſonal purity — glory. The - — 
rious Jehovah was under no more oblige . 
Joo" ro 1 ne a ſatisfaQtion to ME __ 


S. 


(4 Jobs, M. 16. 1 Jas, 
FO iv. 32) Gal. ii. 21. 


en . 


in chan for angels; and chereford his doing 
fomuſt be an aft of undeſerved favor. A 
this will appear if we conſider three ning 

—1. If _ be a * tion, it muſt 
be eſl 2s fuch, be ne- 


iſes 2. e mma * 
though formed was 
not the cauſe of God s wilt to glorify him- 
"ry in the final felicity of his church. It 
was free favor that reſolved to bring. that. 
of human nature into ah ineffable uni- 
un with the Son of God, thereby to conſti- 

tute the of our Redeemer; and to 
advance Head and Jr —— ton 
Kate of ultimate glory ip the higheſt hea- 
vens for ever. — the exerciſe of this 
Brace, boch towards Chriſt as Man, and to- 
= wards us in him, manifeſtly ſprings ws the 
2 will of God alone; becauſe free 
grace is undeſerved favor. gh our 
| Tanmanuel has obtained for his le 
niit 10 pardon. and glory, yet he did not 
1 _ . purchaſe the grace of pardon nor the glo- = 
xy that follows. That dwelt in the heart 
ef God from eternity to them, and this wa 

From everlaſting provided for them; and. = 

therefore e could be purchaſed.—3. I 
L 2 e "2% RO” 
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conſequence, he could not deſerve the fa. 


beſtowment of the favor has no cauſe but 
the eternal will of God 3 ànd therefore tbhnge 
Whole is of grace, from firſt to laſt.” For 
this reaſon neither moral virtues, nor ſpi- 


denied, we muſt deny that there is ſuch a 
that the acts of the divine will were the 5 | 
feQs of ſome cauſe that is ſuperior and pri. 
or to himſelf. If we allom it, then that gas. 


up; becauſe both ſides of a contradiQtior 
cannot be true. 4 ee 


manifeſted in a diſtinguiſhing e 
22 


1 7 . 


neſs will alſo ſhew us that it muſt be, to M 
An att of grace. a! God beſtows no favor in 55 
time, but he deſigned it before time. And 
as the creature, who is the objet of this 
att of the divine will, did not deſerde that 

att of will to be paſſed in his favor; ſoz:of ' 


vor to which he was appointed by that att, 
nd which he poſſeſſes purſuant to it. The 


thing as free favor at all; and we muſt g 


pel which Mr. I. maintains muſt be given 


f ** 8 W 
n 


This grace of God pin 1 me to be 
conclude that all are not redeemed, becauſe 
all are not pardoned and ſaved. In proof 


of this idea 1 ein Rey. . 10 9. when re 
the redeemed ſing this ſong of praile to the 


Lamb Thou waſt ſlain, and haſt redeem- 
ed us to God by thy blood, OUT OF eve- 
_ ry: kindred; and. tongue, and people, and 
nation. What were they redeemed from? 
'The deſert of ſin; or the penalty of a bro- 
ken law. By what price ? The blood of 
Chriſt. To whom was this price paid? The 
offended Lawgiver. From the demands of 
his inſulted Majeſty therefore they were 


redeemed, that they might be brought 10 


the enjoyment of his pardoning ſmiles. 
Hence Chriſt is ſaid to offer che juſt for 
the unjuſt that he might bring us 10 Gau. 


The e er exaltation and glorifica- 


tion of Chriſt's human nature, * all his 


people in and with him, as their Surety and 


Forerunner, was the joy that was ſet before 
- him; for which he EY ont: the croſs, and 
Aeſpiſed the ſname— All which is erfecthy 
5 Seeurel to each of the redeemed, by his 
ſat down at the right hand. of the 
'throge of God. For this reaſon Paubavers, 
that he who was delivered and ſuffered for 
our offences, roſe again for our juſtiflcati- 
549 n(s). aan this idea from the eroſs and 


LS reſurrektion 
( 2) Heb. 3 Ai. 2. Rom. ir. 25. 
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! ok of Rev. v. g. it "ao new. 
ner of is not mentioned. Should 
novelty have been ſpecified, if my. 
mation and confiilinen. hag, been « 


the as of abs and of C 


" kapiere and 1 rejoice 
doftrine it * If not, why 
words? And, if believed, w 5 
Mr. I. denies that Chri 4g a ſub» 
* ſinners, and tel paſſages with | 


iclea, have no meaning. 1 
Mr. . quote ſcripture by 
out regarding its /enſe? L 
That I may not enter on — 


o 
: 1 * 


* 


) Gol. doc. p. 34. 


der it —— Tis juſtices of G 
vas Tatisfied with the obedience and death 


eh 

teouſneſs and deren, or ĩt did 

Let Mr. I. anſwer without reſerve. 
" will — Ther 5 y 1s givi 


40 


Ae life,” 5 5 r 


nes 

mme will of man but ore ho to 
+ of G64: - It is not © bim when wleth: nor 
aul kim who runnerh, but of Cod ho 
). Coming to Chriſt, in a yo 
receiving and relying on Ri 

ſal vation, in oppo 
jet of truſt; ie 
end of that faith is evertaſting' glory. 2 Buit, 
30 all men believe to ſalvation? If Mr. 5 e 
wil 
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| | (4) Rom. ix, 16. 


os 
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will kindly tell us * any ; do ſo, the WY 
drill be eaſily underſtood. Hitherto 1 have 
complied with Mr. I.'s requeſt, and“ kept” 
the ſubje& in debate clear of others 005 1 
Dor do I think I ſhall oy you by 
Wire that, a Ay | 


The Holy Spirit and bis operations:c can- 0 
not properly be ſeparated from our ſubjea, 
i g'this divine Perſon and his work 
Lobſerve total ſilence reigns in the ns . 
doarine maintained by Mr. I. and, indeed, 
in the works of moſt 5 deny the fatisfac« } 
tion of Chriſt; except he be ſometimes na- 
med to be deſpiſed. But, Mr. I. would do WE 
well to — that nothing is deſervea x 
— the goſpel of Chriſt, — which the } 
of hi perſon and his gracious agen- 
I (ba excluded; for, we ſhould never 
Ws known the pardon of ſin, even as a 
; doari ne, had not the Holy Spirit revealed 
it in the ſacred page; nor do we ever know 
it, as a truth in experience, till applied to 
the conſcience by his effeQual power. This 
alſo ſhews that the forgiveneſs of fin is, to - 
us, a gift of free en * congeſa endo 


(1 Gol. hee. p- 24. At moſt I 10 only followed. 
whither Mr. I. led me. | 


ing and gracious part the Spirit of tr 


Jed in few words by Chriſt himſelf— He will 


me: for he ſhall receive of mine, and 
ſhew it unto you (7). Though Mr. I. has 


6 
$449 


ceſſary to the very being of a Je At 


Tit of life and holineſs has not begun to dwell, 
is not as yet, in a goſpel ſenſe, a real chriſ- 
tian hat he may be in future I know not. 
„ If any man have not the Spirit of Chriſt, he 
Is none of his (m). I am very far from think- 
ing lighily of acquired abilities, or of a reli- 
gious education; but I am as fully ſatisfied 
as I am of the ſhining ſun, that theſe, with 

all their poſſible advantages, will never lead 
2 ſinner to Chriſt for pardon and peace and 
yet, without this, there is no admiſſion to 
the kingdom of glory, For he declares him- 


by him (n). When the ſinner is turned from 
ee to . by the ſpirit. of God, the 
1 holineſs 


0 2 xvi. 8—1 12 Rod vil 9. 
{#) Joh » XIV, 6 


performs, in the plan of ſalvation, is exprel- 

| reprove; the world of fin—He: ſhall, glority 

thought proper entirely to overlook, what I 
ſaid on this paſſage; yet it is eſſentially ne- 


ds not to be confined to the 'apoſtles, g 
poſtolie age —for that man in whom the Si- 


ſelf that, no man comes unto the Father but 


12 


An, working 


| 'q Jecome exceeding. finful (o). 


all generations. Under the x 


(8) 


holineſs of Gods nature and law, the deer 
and the evil of ſin, with the utter on 
Tit of ſelf-ſalvation, are diſcerned in ſo for- 
ible a light that no promiſes, or vows, or 
eneuſes can evade; that uo ar gumeits, how- 
ever plaufible, can reſiſt; pe y of con- 
wiQtion. Hence Paul ſays, I was alive with- 
out the law once: but, when the command. 
ment came, fin revived; and I died. Was 
then that which is good made death unto 
N God forbid. But fin, that it appear 
death in me by that which is 
d; that ſin by the commandment mig 

a It is in 
fituation of mind that the Holy Spirit. glori- 


fies Chriſt; by pointing out the glory of his 


perſon and the gracious deſign of hi work, 
and by leading the finner to look alone to him 


for pardon, righteouſneſs and life. In this 


view Chrift is precious to every one: that be- 
Heveth. It is not the work of the Spirit to 


t a new ſenſe on ſeripture, but to ſhew the 
mind a new ſenſe in ſcripture. | And to this 
truth all the children of God bear witneſs in 
guidance of the 
Holy Spirit therefore th fete the atone- 
ment, not as offered to them, 19855 as made 


| for 


(0) Rom. 1 9— 40 


6590 


them ; entire it for the forg! 
Er their . — Nor lea 
ſinner look up to God, with approving de- 
light in his holineſs and juſtice,” till he ſees 
the beauty of theſe perfettions, in harmony 
with and mercy, diſplayed in the ob&- 
dience and death of Chriſt. Nor ſhall 1 


chuſe to give up the proper Deity and ſatis. 
faction uf, Obriſt, ent i am made Willin 10 


ly on the ſubjett, bectute of the clear c. 
viction and full perſuaſion'T have in'my owtt- 
mind of the truth and 2 of the N 
aun for my ſalvation. 4 Ri 


9 1% + | a Pn LN ; Wo 

Till 6G od in human h 1 fa "IN 
uy thoughts no ane find: n 

"The oly, juſt and ſacred. Three 


Are terrors to my mind. 


But if Immanuel 's face appear. 


5 5 Tt My hope, my y joy beg ins; 25 | 11 
His name forbis my Naviſh fear, 


1 f Pen grace removes my e 
5311 While joun on their own law rely, | 165 
5 greeks of wiſdom boaſt ; 
4 = i; incarnate Myſtery, | 
And there I fix my truſt. Warrs, 
Ms In 


rr y eres. eres Ig 


In a word, as the Holy Spirit is a Spirle | 


the gracious deſign 2 
— K And, bleſſed be God, the whole is 


056) 


of Truth, ſo his teachings are never incon. 


ſiſtent. He never leads one man to caſt his 


all on Chriſt for life and ſalvation, and ano- 
ther to make light of him, much leſt to deny 
him; either in the glory of his perſon, or in 
of his coming into the 


n to g odlineſs—for we are 
anſhip, created in Chriſt Jeſus un- 


10 WT works, which God hath before or- 
ined that we ſhould walk in them (p). 
Then, and c only then, are theſe good works 
duly regarded, when the man is animated by; 


the gracious energy of the Hoy Spirit, and 
conſtrained by the love of Chriſt. Thus 
abtuated, he lives henceforth, not to himſelf, 
but to him who died for him and roſe again. 
And here I would beg leave to remark one 


thing; which is—That . the mode in Which 


God is pleaſed, in infinite wiſdom, to beſtow 
his 4 grace, through Jeſus Chriſt (9); is" 
as truly revealed in the ſeriptures now, as it 
will be in heaven hereafter ; and that thoſe 


who live and die ſtrangers in experience'to 


the one are not likely to enjoy the other. 
Search the ſcriptures, ſays our Lord, for in 
- + + "them 


90 Eph, ii. 10, (e] Goſ. doc. p. 36. 


(%) 
2 them ye think ye have eternal life, and ihe 4 
_. ate? they which zeſty of me (7). 


the dignity-and grace of the divine charatter 
in glorifying his 'church—and his character 
appears in ſuch a beautiful point of ligit to 


the redeemed, that heaven will not be tos 
too long in 
duration, to glorify the Father; Son and 8 | 


_ exalted in praiſe, nor eternity 


ly Spirit for ſuch a diſplay of 41 dom 


ro * * 
£5 4 Fa, 


and power, to ſuch unworthy ęreature i T 
ever Mr. I. or the preſent writer, be cons 


ng will be, Unto him 


ducted thither, our 


thatloved ug, ümd walked un Smndihir ins 


in his own blood, and hath made us kings and 
prieſts unto God and his Father; to him be 


glory: and Coupon: for ever and ever. | 


| Amen. (09. 


Here 15 might have cloſed—but there 
| ſeems a ſort of propriety in making ſome ge- 
neral remarks, rather like -ſe//-defence, * 
fore 1 do ſo. I hope the reader will excuſe it. 


Mr, 1. ſuppoſes that I am « anxious” to 
know the author of Thoughts (but, 1 = 


nat the. n acknowledgement to give = 
the 


{r) John, v. 39. (+) Rer. i. 5, 6. (7) Goſ. doe. p. 7. 


rene ” ö 


Þ The ſatis- 
__ fationof Chriſt clearly underſtood; ſhews us 
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| 3 me [than 2 8 n 1 "appear <0 


| fide he need not bo afraid or aſhamed-of his 
CN * humility.and candor” | 


.K A1 forgot the language of the 2 


= emen to. him, maoeßt 


42 vriſed; and they 
A it ſometimes, they 


medy is wich themſelves. Had I treated this 


_ courts of juſtice look further for evidenes 
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to he one hom Mr. I. moſt tenderly” 41 
gatds, by his earneſt defence of him and be | 
wok; and there I leave it. The oſt and 
worlt I ſaid of him was; if he have truth ohe 


res, let him remain concealed 


g. | 
ſhould not be affand⸗ 
come ſhort of the re- 


ſpeRt that is ſhewn when known. The re- 


author with contempt, with a * cenfori- 

ous and abufive ” ſpirit; Mr. I. could have 
produced ſome proof of it—but, as that is 
not attempted; I muſt plead; Not guilty.” Moſt 


than mere affertion ; and, the en nce, 
demands it. MEL | "9 * 15 $44. 75 


| If 1 « Mikovered a want of eaten -, the 
truth of my uncandid words is not difputed; 
nor even denied; let me hope therefore to be 
forgiven. It is pity that truth ſhould 1 


- 
IE: 


- WW nn Ae indeed; that ns 
of theſe expreſſions are the cant of party, 
5 2» wn clas,” in general, they contain charges 
of an awful import; but, as Mer I has 
not choſen to explain hinaſelf, 1 e 8 
: 15 Duri y rior: errors 1 have r 7 | 4 
1 u blind as heyne to e 1 
1 their hearts may be changed by his in- 
Aueibie grace; but error remains the ſame 
for ever. The apoſtle ſays, If any mn by 
even an angel from heaven, preach'an Hos 
- goſpel than that which he — him 
'/- accurſed (u). Did my want of candor e. 
- ** his? "To fome of old 251 * id, 
ets Le hypocrites, gui erpents, 
of 0 7 generation * how expe i 
due damnation of hell (v)? Did not HE dif- 
cover a want of candor too? What were 
_ "theſe men; that Chriſt thus addreſſed them? 
In their oun, and in the opinion of the po- 
Mm they were the moſt pious and deyout 
. 8 all the nation. Wherein then conſiſted 
30 iy . their guilt? In rejefting the perſon and a- 
8  tonement of the Son of God; and, in oppo- 
ſing the perſon and work of the Holy Spirit. 
Tet a man treat the truths of God as _ may, 
the ', 
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the candor of the preſent day will, bewerbe. _ 


leſs, give him a place in the preſence of God. 


Not ſo the charity of the ſcriptures; for chat 5 I 3 8 1 F- 
rejoiceth not in iniquity, but rejoiceth in tgñge ³ 


"ther does nothing againſt the truth, 


but for the truth (w). I = look higher 5 
than human ſincerity for an evidence of 
truth; becauſe a man may be as ſincere in 
the wrong as in the right. Nor dare I call 


at:* chriſtian love which oppoſes the truth 


of; 2briſt. I am not ſenſible of any  nobler 
expreſſion of chriſtian love than attempting 
to lead the miſtaken. into the knowledge of 


the truth, and pointing out the danger of er- 
ror— This has been one motive of my vri- 
ting the preceeding obſervations. Though 
Mr. I. perhaps, may think them unworthy 
of notice (æ) 


would do very well, if no Wer could be 


made; but, if a better could be deviſed, this . 


would be ſuperfluous, 


According to Mr. I. it is my nüt to 85 


be © blinded by regard to human ſyſtems.” 


If by ly ſtem be meant a connected order of 


ideas in divinity, as well as natural ſcience; 


then I — my ſelf a lover of ſyſtem—be- 
_ cauſe 


Fa I Cor. x X111, 6. 3 Cor. xiii, 8. 2 Goſ. doc. P- 35. 
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—Such a remark, I confeſs, 
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— the Bible contains the fiheſt. ſyftein 


_ who! is troth itfelf. But if Mr. I. of any 
Fpyſtem; 1 wilt very 
 * Poflibly the term ſyſtem, with Mr. I. may 


with himſelf, he ough 
eeaauſe he has no obje@ of faith; and, he can 
have no object of faith; becauſe he cannot | 


However, I think it pretty 
. thbſewho moſt loudly exclaim: 
and creeds, do it, not becaufe 


FThoug 
© compen 
4 is no more grace. 
fertion I named Eph. i. 7. 
in Chriſt, to have redemp 
the forgiveneſs of fins, according to the rich- 
es of his 
what 1 did that is, I defign 
the apoſtle to ove the fallacy of the afſer- 
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Truth altogether 


wech cf God, 


prove that the reli fon, 
e, are 2 human 


freely renounce them. 


ſtand for creed It is true; to be conſiſtent 
t to have no creed, be- 


comprehend 
tion--bat, has Mr. I. no creed? Why then | 
is mine oppoſed, and his friend's defended? 
manitfeſt that 

inſt fy tems 


none of their own, but becauſe they cannot 
rule the reſt of mankind The author of 
ughts ſays, If God hath received a re- 
ce for the {ins of men, then grace 
To confute which af 
where we are faid, 
tion in his blood, 


ace. And I was ferious” 
ed the words of 


N | tion 


e they have | 


(9 2) 


tion to which I oppoſed them. But this, 


Mr. I. ſuggeſts, is uſing *© art to defend my 
« ſyſtem (); becauſe the term Satisfaction 
is not found in the text. If there be any art 
in this remark it is more than I am yet ap- 
priſed of; and therefore muſt wait to be bet- 
ter taught. When Mr. I. gave his ſenſe of the 
words, why was redemption omitted ? Why 


was it ſaid, the text ſpeaks of forgiveneſs and 
not of ſatisfaction? Can forgiveneſs be en- 


BU without redemption in the blood of 
-Ehriſt? And can redemption in the blood 
of Chriſt be obtained without ſatisfaction 25 


The author of Thoughts, if 1 underſtand 


bim, ſets free grace and the ſatisfaction of 
Chriſt, in direct oppoſition; and then ſays, 
He who robs him of free grace ſteals away 
his comfort. In conſequence of which I ſaid,, | 
that he who preaches the atonement of Chriſt 
ſteals away his comfort; and I thought this 
was both his doctrine and meaning. For 
which Mr. I. charges me with almoſt a = de- 


. ſigned miſrepreſentation (z). But if it even 
borders on miſrepreſentation, it is more than 
I know; and I am ſure more than I deſign- 

ed—and therefore can own no fault till I ſee 


(5) Ibid, p. 22. (e) Ibid, p. 9. 


: 


W 44 4 

Pod $3.2 

MOD EAT 
4 4 


1 


it. 1 am fully bern that truth can ſtand 


alone; and I am equally conſcious that I ne- 


ver deſigned to ſupport it by any foreign aid: 
however, if it ſhould appear that T have been 
miſtaken, conviction ſhall ſoon produce con- 
feſſion. When I was ſpeaki ng of the pardon 
olf fin, I did not refer to Go 
gaged,“ or his being © obliged” to 
any ſinner, or any thing like it—My Ms 


idea was this; How God can forgive fin, 
ſeeing it expoſes the ſinner to the penalty... 5 
of the law—Purſuant to this thought I ß 
If one ſin may be forgiven without regard . 2 
had to the divine law, the rights of the di- 


vine government, and the purity of the di- 


vine nature; fo may all without exception. 's 
But Mr. I. in taking notice of this paſ- 


ſage (a), kindly omits the terms Law, Go- 
vernment and Nature, as of no conſequence; 


though their teſtimony alone concerned the 
argument in hand; and, though, without 


them, his quotation has no meaning Vet, 


Mr. 1. is ſo far from miſrepreſentation, that 


1 muſt not reprove his conduct, nor ſuſpett 
his deſign. It is pity to cenſure i integrity. 


1 faid, in my ſecond remark, that Chriſt, 


in the capacity of Mediator, . ſatisfaQti- 


N 2 


{4 on 
(a) Ibid, P · 17. . 


's havin 1 en- 
orgive 


„ . 
on to himſelf as God, hecauſe he Jatighe 
that juſtice, which is eſſential to the diy 


. 


nature; in which nature, as a divine pe 
he exiſts. as well as the Father a 
Spirit. But by the account of Mr. I. my 
expreſſions are © ſo obſcure that I had need 
= explain myſelf (o). And yet, it is direftly | 
* + - added, © that moſt impartial judges will ac- 
| _ *knoywledge that it contains no anſwer ag 
_ * intended,” Now, if it be plain enough 
px moſt impartial judges to form an opinie 
I think I may; be excuſed from further 
dation; and ſhall therefore leave it, 
hen obſerving, 1 ſhould be obliged to 
ol thoſe impartial judges to ſay why it 
des nat-gontain the anſwer intended; that 
1 mien the defect and amend it. As 10 
the citation from Emlyn, it might have been 
ſpared—for no perſon, that I know of, ſup- 
poſes that Deity ſuffered, or that the hu- 
man nature of Chriſt is infinite. and deified; _ 
- and therefore Emlyn only did, what others 
have done, firſt make monſtrous ſuppoſiti- MW 
ons, and then deſtroy the work of his awn ö f 
hands. And further,“ from my poſition, , 
it ſeems, © conſequences of a very ſerious 
nature may be drawn (c) - but Mr. I. out 


of 


(b) Thid, p. 23. 4. {c) Ibid, p. 28. 


be I own his friendſhip. If au,; 

_ opacwill lend me Foſter and Emlyn, which 
Mx. I. recommends to my attention, I hope . Hs 
to read them; for they muſt be bad vr, 5 
 formances indeed from which nothing can 
In treating this: ſubj et have Ph 3 


ed by 


1 I'muſt not doubt his capacity; 


to me, « « forbeaxs to ſa what” 


* 


4s” 
3 to our nous 25 of hip intereſt- | 
ing truth, both as a docfrine revealed and 
"a lefling imparted. Nor is the delightful - 


* 


fubjett yet exhauſted, if Mr. I. ſhould Thuſe 


to 
truth, the 


firmneſs. A candid indifference, is a cri- 


purſue it. 


If my ideas be according to , 


cannot be received with too 
me affection; or regarded with too much 


minal oppoſition; for, our Lord ſays, He 


that is not with me is againſt me: and he 
that gathereth not with me ſcatte 


reth a- 
broad. 
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38 to the divine low. and the de ſert „ . N 1 . 
ſin have mentioned redemption as obtain-⸗ "i 
the ſatisfaQtion of Chriſt, and 
neceſſity of its m ſo—neverthi : 
hoe F that rdon, ._ . 


"ence. i 
OWN. ſake; and aire if Mr. 18 * 
condeſcend to notice theſe papers, Ora 
one for him, I have only to wiſh an atteh 
tion to the ſeveral parts of the ſubject 


- 


their places, and then to quote Fairids i 4 
anſwer explicitly; becauſe, by ſo doing, the 


* 5 


FER 
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5 | debate will be the better underſtood, anch 
the ſooner cloſed. * 


* 
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8 Holy spirit guide the ran] 
— 7 Amen. | 
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